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THE 


MAHARAJAH DULEEP SINGH. 


Fon tlie first time, Jt would appear, since the annexa- 
tion of the Punjaub, the Maharajah Duleep Singh, in 
two letters addressed to the Times, dated the 28th of 
August and the Gth of September 1882* — the latter in 
leply to a leading afticle in the Times of the 31st of 
August, — has publicly expressed dissatisfaction with his ’ 
treatment under the Terms which he was made to sign 
at Lahore, “ for himself, his heirs and successoi's”, on the 
29th of March 1849. 

Considering the Prince’s long* minority, his careful 
tutelage by gentlemen of the Anglo-Indian service, his 
English associations, and the amenities of his reception 
in society, it is not surprising that he has held his peace 
for such a long time, until, as it would se^, pressed 
by unexpected reveres and by natural anxieties for the 
future of his family. 

* The general belief in this country regarding the an- 
nexation of the Punjayb, and the provision made for the 
Maharajah Duleep Singh, i^ founded on what may be 
.cqjled an official jnyth or iegend. The British Govern- 
ment, benevolently engaged in an endeavour to reform 
the administration of the Punjaub, is supposed to have 
been treacherously assailed by a general insurrection of 

Published iu the Times of the Slat of August and 8th of September 
1882. • • ■ 
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“ the Sikhs”, and its generous intentions having thus 
‘ been frustrated, and proved to be fruitless and hopeless, 
no practicable plan remained except that of annexing 
the country, Wiich Lord Dalhousie caiped out ; and the . 
Maharajah* Duleep Singh, having been deprived of all 
claim to consideitition by the bloodthirety treason of his 
‘Ministers and followers, wqs treated with great forbear- 
ance, kindness.and libei’f^litj'', and endowed with a much 
larger, income than could have been justly claimed for 
a Prince dethroned under such circumstances. 

Historical truth differs veiy widely from this myth of 
official origin. 

Many years have elapsed since, in reply to the Duke 
of Argyll,* Sir Charles Jackson, f Mr. J. C. Marshman, 
and other abettors and admirers* of tlie iniquitous and 
injurious policy of annexation, I made what may be fairly 
called at this date an exhaustive and final exposure of 
the Marquis of Dalhousie’s achievements, particularly 
of what was called “ the conque.st of the Punjaub”.+ 
The Duke of Argyll’s little book w.as withdrawn fioni 
circulation, and since that time it may be said that niS 
serious effort has been made to justify or de/end Lord 
Dalhousie’s yarious processes and principles of territorial 
acquisition, 

Continuous and uniform experience, nowhere moie 
cons}jicuous than in Oude, has utterly dissipatec\ all the 
confident anticipations expressed by himself* his councif- 
lors and his school, as to financial gayi for the Empire, 
and provincial prosperity for the people. Notwithstand- 
ing the limited and languid ihterest fek. in Indian affiaii'Sf 
the vei-dict pronounced against Lord Dalhousie’s policy 

• 

* Indm vnder DaXlmine and Canning (Longmans, 1865). 

t A Vindication of the Marquis of DalJmme^s Indian Administration 
(Smith and Elder), •1865. 

J l(ttros 2 >ects and Prospects of Indian Poliqf (Triibner), 1868. 
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by both the practical statesmanship and the popular 

sentiment yf Great Britain, has never been reversed or . 

shaken ; and in obedience to the national fiat no I'enewal 

of acquisitive operations, except in the case of Mysoie, 

which was negati\’^d, has been jiroposed /rom Calcutta 

since the rebellion of 1857. . * 

• • 

But although the political >vorld at home may be per- 

vfuled by more healthy views ajid fee^ings^ the old s])ii-it 
of arrogant and grasping self-sufiici^icy, the spiiit .which 
informed and animated Lord Dalhousie as its instrument, 
still prevails among .the Anglo-Indian “ Services”— the 
alien burea\icracy domineering over a vsist population, 
Avitli no class of whom it mingles or sympathises. No- 
thing but a tempting opportunity is needed to bring us at 
. any time from India sorne plausible proposal for annexing a 
State, for confiscating landed property, for mediatising a * 
I’lince. or for disendowing, w'holly or in part, a Prince 
who has Ijeen mediatised. In the interests, therefore, of 
the Empire, the stability g-nd solvency of which are un- 
flennined and endangered by eveiy dereliction from 
treaty engagements and from Imperial good faith, I 
‘“think it ^advisable that Chapter vi of my book, now 
out of print, containing the truth with regard to the 
. I’unjaub State and the Maharajah Duleep S,ingh, shall 
once more be placed, before the public as an exaimple and 
a warnini;. 

The following pages will prove that, when the rebellion 
broke out in the Punjaub in 1848, the British Govern- 
ment was the Guardian of the Maharajah Duleep Singh. 

•The exercise of the functions of Government in the Pun- 

• • 

jaub, the tutelage of the infant Sovereign, the custody of 
his Palace, his possessions and his person, remained for 
three years in the hands of the British Resident ; and 
t^e quietude and continuity of that charge wei’c never 
interrupfed or disturbed for a single hour by any incident 
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of the rebellion, or by any military operation in or near 
the capital city of Lahore. The British Government, 
under the guidance of Lord Dalhousie, — annexation 
being seci;etly premeditated, — turned the treaty of 
Guardianship to the fullest account, 'with the Maliaiu- 
jali’s troops and resources, and the influence of his name, 
for the suppression of the, rebellion, and then declared 
the Treaty to, be'^ at an, end, and the Punjaub “ con- 
quered”. 

This will be enough to show that the Maharajah 
Dule6p Singh did not in 1849, and* does not now, stand 
before the British Government as an object of lx)unty, 
but as one who was in full and laAvful possession of a 
sovereignty, with whom “ Terms”, equiA’^alent to a Treaty 
of territorial cession, were concluded, which gave some- 
thing like regularity and legality to what would other- 
wise have borne an aspect of naked lawlessness, and to 
what was, in fact, no “ conquest”, but a violent breach of 
trust. 



ANNEXATION OF THE PUNJtAUB. 


The Duke of Argyll says of tlio annex^^ion of the Punjaub 
that “ there is no need to defend it in point of right, and 
as little need now to support it in respect to policy J’* Sir 
Charles Jackson considers that acquisition to be so com- 
pletely removed fx'oni the sphere of controversy, that at 
the outset of the Viiidic<ition he declares his intention of 
“passing it over in silence.” f 

Mr. J. C. Mar.shman, formerly Editor of The Frietid of 
India, X iu his recently published History, declares, that 
“to offer any vindication of a measure which even the 
most jii'ejudiced of Lord Dalhousie’s opponents have, not * 
ventured to impugn, would be altogether redundant.” § 
Those “ fifth-rate writers ” — as the Duke of Aigyll calls 
them — are inoi'e “prejudiced” than Mr. Marshman sup- 
poses. • , 

The annexation of the Punjaub was promptly impugned 
by Mr. John Sullivan, who h^ been a Member of Council 

* at Madi’as, in a pamphlet published in 1850, and by Mr. 
J. M. Liidlow, in his “British India, its Races and its 
IIistori/.”\\ But, while I, also, must disptfte both the 

• right and the policy of that so-called conquest, I freely 
lulmit that, — mainly because it looked like a conquest, — 

• * Inftla nnffer Dalhomle and Canning^ p. 4. 

+ A VindicatioHy p. 3. 

J A weekly paper, publisjied at Serampore near Calcutta, and con- 
ducted with great ability, which steadily supported all Lord Dalhousie’s 
measures. Mr. Marshman is mentioned several times in General Sir 
•'^^^lliam Sleeman’s Jmirney through Oude (Bentley, 1858) — see vol. ii, 
pp. 390, 397, — as the writer of “rabid articles” in ffft^our of the absorp- 
tion of Native States ; and is stigmatised by Sir Henry Lawrence as “ a 
perfect filibuster’*, — Kaye’s Lives of Indian Officers^ vol. ii, p. 314. Any 
testimony, therefore, that we may extract from him will be understood 
as coming from a witness very favourable to Lord Dalhousie. 

§ History of India, By John Clark Marshmaij (Longmans, 1867), 
vol. hi, p. 849. II Vol. ii, pp. J66, 16.7. 
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it liau never excited the same disgust as the annexations 
of Nagpore, Jhansi, and Oude. The iniquity of the tians- 
action was shrouded by the smoke of battle ; and its im- 
policy, gradually becoming apparent, was hidden once 
more, for a, time, .when the Punjaub poured forth to ouf , 
assistance, in Ihe crisis of the rebellion, the troops that 
we had previolisly poured mto it. 

* The same may be said of a still more iniquitous aflkii-. 
the conquest of Sci^rde. Thbre was a fight for it. Althougli 
the Ameers were goaded* to resistance by a senes of in- 
creasing demands, intolerable provocations, and amenacing 
advance upon their capital, the mere fact of their resist- 
ance made their violent expulsion fvom Scinde less inju- 
lious to our fame than the quiet spoliation of a friendly 
family. Public opinion in India, even in royal palaces, is 
not educated to the pitch of examining into the dijdo- 
inatic details of a rapture, unless the scene of Jictiou be 
very close at hand. The sword was drawn ; blood was 
shed ; no further justification was required. 

The impolicy of Lord Dalhousie’s peaceful annexations 
consisted, m a great measure, in the moral aspect w hich 
they presented to the w'orld of India. The moml objec- 
tions to annexing the Punjaub Vere, doubtless, much less 
manifest. The impolicy was, thei’efore, less obvious. And 
I can well understand that Lord Dalhousie himself, when 
he decided on converting the Punjaxd) into a British Pro- 
vince, may have had few or none of those compunctious 
Adsitings, those “doubts and scruples”, by Avhich he Avas 
flisturbec^, according to the Duke qf Ai-gyll and Sir 
Charles Jackson, during the process of annexing Oude."^' 

In a desjiatch to the Secret Committee of tjie CK»urt of 
Directors, — dated the 7th April 1849, — he endeavoured 
to proA'e that Ave could justly take advantage of our 
military force to make the Punjaub “ a profitable posses- 
sion ”t for ourselves ; but the> endeavour seems to me 
be all in vain. • No justification is made out at all. 

Duleep Singh was theWard of the British Government. 
Of this there can be no question. By the Articles .of 
Agreement of the 16th December 1846, the British Go- 

* A Vindication^ j). 130; and India under Dalhousie and Cannluff^ 
p. 69, • t Papers f Punjaub^ 1849, p*. 66 J. 
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veniment undertook “ the maintenance of an administiu- 
tion, and the protection of the Maharajah Duleep Smgh 
during the 'minority of his Highness.”* This engagement 
was to “cease and terminate on his Highness attaining 
•ijie full age of sixteen years, or on the 4th tSeptember 
] a54.”‘|’ The Governor-General, Lord Hawihlge, wished 
that “the new terms of agreement entei-ed* into for pro- 
’tecting the Mahamjah during llis mhiority, should l;o» 
made as public as possible.” In the Gfeaeml Proclanmtiou 
of' the 20th August 1 847, tlte Govel■n^r-General an- 
nounced that he felt “the interest of a father hi the 
education and guardianship of the young Prince,” and 
that “he had at heart the peace and security oP this 
countiy”, the Punjaub, “ the firm establishment of *tlie 
State, and the honour of the Maharajali and his 
Ministers.”J 

In order “to maintain the administmtion of the Lahore 
State during the minority of the Maharajah,”the Governor- , 
General was armed with supreme and plenaiy power, ‘and 
Mas “at liberty to occupy with British soldiers such posi- 
tions as he may think fit, for the security of the capital, 
f(»r the protection of the Maharajah, and the preseiwation 
of the peace of tlie countl■}^” The' British Resident was 
placed at tlie he:id of the administration, with “full 
authority to direct and control all matters in every 
"dejiartment of the State.”§ Subject to the instructions 
of the Govern or- General, “ unlimited po«’er.s”,were given 
to the Iiesident.il 

Lord llalhousie tleclares that the British GoA»ernment 
“ maintained the Government of the State in the Council 
liegfflicy.^*: That Council was merely one part of the 
machinery instituted by the Governor-Genei-al, and kept 
in ])ertect subordinatioiifto British authority. 

Lord Hardinge thus describes the new aiTangement, in 
despatch to the Secret Committee of the 21st De- 
cember 1^46. * 

* Pa/iers, Aiiicles of Agreement with the Lahore Durbar, 1847, p. 49. 
f'lbid., p. 51. + Papers, Punjaub, 1849, p. 53. 

§ Papers, Articles of Agreement with the Lahore Durbar, 1847, p. 50. 

U Papers, Punjaub, 1849, pp. 35 and 48. 

IT JbiJ., >849, p. 659. 
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" A Council of Eegency, composed of leading Chiefs, will act 
under the control and guidance of the British liesident.” 

"The, power of the Eesident extends over every* department, 
and to any extent.” 

" Tliose terms ^give the British Resident unlimited authority in 
all matters.of internal administration, and external relations,- 
during the MahAttjah’s minority.”* • 

• 

• And in a letter' dated (the 3rd July 1847, the Governor- 
General reminds tjks Resictent that the Articles of Agree- 
ment • « 

“ give \o the Governmeflit of India, represented at Lahore by its 
Resident, full power to direct and control all matters in every de- 
partment of the State.” ^ 

" It is politic that the Eesident should cany the Native Council 
with him, the members of which are, however, entirely under his 
control and guidance ; he can change them and a]>point others, 
and in military aflairs his power is as unlimited as in the civil ad- 
ministration ; he can withdraw Sikh garrisons, replacing them by 
British troops, in any and every ])art of the Punjab.”-f- 

The Resident himself, a month later, thus describes the 
Avorking of the machine. 

" On the whole, the Durbar” (the Council of Eegency) “ give 
me as much support as ^ can reasonably expect ; tliere lias been 
a quiet struggle for mastery, but as, tbougli I am polite to all, 1 
allow nothing that appears to me wiong to pass unnoticed, ilie 
members of the Council are gradually falling into the proper train, . 
and refer most questions to me, and in words at least allow, more 
fully even tlign I wish, that they are only executive officers, — to 
do as they are bi<l.”J 

Thus the Council of Regency neAter was “ the Govern- 
ment of the State”, as Lord Dalhousie calls it, Avithout 
the British Resident at its head, to Avhom 'its members 
Avere strictly subordinate. 

One important count in the *indi<5tment brought by 
Lord Dalhousie against ‘'•the Sikhs”, is that Avhereas 
“ they had Ij^und themselves to submit to^ the f.iH 
authority of the British Resident directing and con- 
trolling all matters in every department of the State, — 
the Gove'imment of Lahore, in reply to the orders of "the 

* Papers, Articlmn of A greenimt with t1i€ Lahore Durhar, 1847, p. ^4. 

+ Papers, Punjauh, 1849, p. 18. J Ibid,, p. 32. 
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Resident, neither puriished” the rebel Moolraj, when two 
British officers had been murdered at Mooltan, “nor gave 
reparation for the oifence, but declared that their ‘troops 
were not to be depended upon”.* Thk attempt to 
separate the Resident from “ the Glovenfment 0? Lahore”, 
aim to use the latter term as synonymoys with “ the 

, Sikhs”, is quite unwarrantable. The ‘Jlesident was at 
the head of the Government qf Lahore ; the Councilloi’s* 
of Regency were merely “ executive o&cers”, “to do as 
they were bid”, “ under his control and guidance”. “ Tlie 
Sikhs”, however rebellious, were subjects, not responsible 
rulers. The Resident’s “ power” was “ unlimited in,mili- 
tary aifairs”. He cdlild “ withdraw Sikh garrisons,, re- 
placing them by British troops, in any and every part ol 
the Punjaub”. And when the military emergency ai'ose, 
he pursued his own course by the tenor and spirit of 
these instructions, ordering the troops backwards and 
forwards, occasionally consulting the Durbai’ or infoiming 
them of his detenninations, but never allowing them to 
adopt their own plans for restoring the peace of the 
country. The Resident was the Government of Lahore. 
When the news arrived of, the outj^reak at Mooltan, the 
Resident transferred none of his authority to the Council- 
lors ; he gave all the ordei'S himself. 

» The first intelligence from Mooltan left the fate of the 
two British officers uncertain, and gave no particulai-s of 
what had passed. The Resident had decided on the 
24th of April 1848, to support the Mahaiajah’s fbice 
with a brigade of British troops. But when asJsui’ed of 
the barbarous murder of the English ofiicei'S, and the 
defection ofr their Sikh escort, fJie Resident counter- 
manded the maz’ch of our brigade, because the Durbar 
ti'oops might prove faitrdess.t After several false starts, 
and much vacillation, the British troops did not arrive 
befiji’e Mooltan uiftil the iSth of August,,;^ four months 
having elapsed since the outbreak. 

During the continuance of this dangerous delay, several 
occlirrences took place, eminently calculated to terrify, 
provoke, and exasperate the Sikh chieftains and aimy, 

^ Papersf Punjaub, 184S) p. GOO. 

t Ibid., p. 139. 


$ Ibid., p. 291. 
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and to drive them headlong into the rebellion of Dewan 
Moolr^, just when the splendid exploits of Lieutenant 
Edwardes (afterwards Colonel Sir Herbert *Edwardes, 
K.C.B.) had made it appear almost hopeless. By the 
middle of 'cTuly, Edwardes, with the Maharajah’s troopsi,. 
supported hy the army of the Nawab of Bhawulpore, had 
defeated Mooliaj in two pitched battles, and had forced 
the rebel leader £o takeO refuge in his fortress. He had ' 
no army in the fiefei ; he was ‘‘ hemmed in, disheaitened 
by defeats, add weakened by desertions”.* The nexvs 
was spread throughout the Punjaub that a British force, 
with heavy guns, was on its way to destroy the great 
sti’on'ghold of revolt. The Resident was expecting to 
heat of Moolraj doing some “ act of despeiation” that 
would “ close the r'ebellion”,t when a fresh insurrection 
.broke out, headed by Sirdar Chuttur Singh, the Nazim, 
or Governor, of the Hazara Province. On the 1 4th of 
, September, Sirdar Chuttur Singh’s son, Rajali Shere 
Singh, who was in command of a body of Durbar trooj)s, 
co-operating with General Whish in the siege of Mooltan 
yielded at last to “ his father’s awful maledictions” and 
the general disaffection of his Sikh officers and soldiens, 
and moved over to 'che enemy with his whole camp. 
Being much distinisted by the Dewan Moolraj, Shere 
Singh soon left Mooltan, and became the leader in a new_^ 
rebellion, which assumed the most formidable dimensions. 
How can wp account for this strange infatuation, reviving 
fanaticism, in the breasts of those most interested in the 
preseiwation of peace and good order, and inciting them 
to revolt at the most inopportune moment, when their 
chance of success was desj)erate ? ^ 

Three incidents mainly contributed to stimulate the 
second Sikh war, — the exile of the Maharanee, the refusal 
to fix a day for the Mabar^ah’s marriage, and the treat- 
ment of Sirdai’ Chuttur Singh. The equity and expediency 

• Papers^ Punjaub, 1849,.pp. 243, 250. 

f JbicL, p. 258. My expectation is that the rebel will either destroy 
himself or be destroyed by his troops, before the next mail goes out.” 
(June 22iid, 1848.) Pmijaub Papery 1849, p. 220. 

i A Year on the^Punjauh Frontier y by Major Edwardes, C.B,, volf* ii, 
p. 440. • 
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. of all these measures may have seemed very defensible at 
the time, a^d may even now be asserted by those who 
took a part in them ; but the question we have to con- 
sider is not so much whether each or all of these mea- 
s»ires were wise and, justifiable, as whether*the^ were the 
work of the British (government, acting, urf;d®i' Treaty, as 
the Guardian and Trustee of the infant ^vereign. If 
’the rebellion was aggravated apdlext^nded by the polic\’* 
of British officers, approved and confirftied by the Gover- 
nor-General, opposed and deprecated by *the Council of 
Tlegency, the pretence of separating the Resident* from 
“ the Government of Lahore”, and throwing off all a'es- 
])onsibility from the autocratic head upon the consultative 
members, can no longer be maintained. 

Of the Mahamnee’s Iwid intentions and incessant in- 
trigues against the Council of Regency, there can be no- 
doubt. But in her coiUpulsoiy retirement at the country 
* palace of Sheikhopoor, her evil influence was almost ex- ' 
tinguished ; and in May 1848, one of the most mischie- 
vous plots carried on in her name having been exposed 
and defeated, and the chief conspirators publicly executed, 
.she would have been powerless, if left to her own devices. 
Two years after the annexation, ^ajor Edwardes, who 
played such a brilliant part in these events, and had the 
,lje.s’t means of becoming acquainted with the facts, and 
w’ith the weightiest opinions bearing upon them, writes 
that “the Ranee Jhunda, who had more wit»and daring 
than any man of her nation, was weary of scattering 
‘ ambiguous voices’* ^nd of writing incendiary epistles 
from Sheikhopoora to quondam mauvais siijets. Her 
memory suiwived, for she w'as not a w’-oman to he for- 
gotten ; but her influence had followed her power, and 
there was no longer a*man found in the Punjaub who 
w’ould shoulder a musket at her bidding.”* 

• 4t is perfectly clear that the strong measure of sending 
the Maharanee into banishment, — in fact imprisonment 
in exile, — was taken by the Resident, on his own judg- 
meht and authority, supported by the previously commxi- 
nicated pennission of the Governor-General, but contrary 

• A Year on </*« Pvnjaub Frontier, vol. ii, p. 412.* 
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to the cidvice of the Council of Regency. The Resident, ^ 
in a despatch dated the 16th May 1848, reports what harl * 
taken place on the preceding day. 

“ Maharanee Jhunda Khore, the mother of Maharajah Duleep 
Singh, was Veinovecl from the -fort of Sheikhopoor, iy my ordefs, 
yesterday aften/oou; and is now on her way, under charge of* an 
escort, to Ferozepoi;^.” 

• “ Her summary lmuishm( nt from tlie Punjaub, and residence at* 

Benares, under the sitfveillanSe of the CTOvernor-deneral’s Agent, 
subject to such'custody astwill prevent all intrigue and corre- 
spondence for the futiye, steam fo me the Iwst course which we 
could adopt.”* 

There is not a word in the despatoli to lead us to suppose 
that this step was approved by the Cabinet of Regency, 
or that they did anything more than act as “ executive 
'officei’s”, and “do as they were bid.” When relating any 
decision of importance, the Resident generally states that 
the Council “unanimously” agreed with him, or that they ‘ ’ 
“yielded”; but in this case there is a significant silence 
on the subject of any discussion in Council. 

We know that in August 1847, the Chiefs were “ de- 
cidedly averse to incur what t^iey considered the odium 
of participating in elJi&cting the banishment of the Maha- 
ranee”, and in consequence of their objections to sending 
her out of the country, her new residence was fixed a^ 
(Sheikhopoor, only twenty miles from Lahore. 

The ordea: for the Maharanee’s removal and banishment 
is signed by only three of the Council of Regency, and of 
these only one. Rajah Tej Singh, the Ranee’s bitter per- 
sonal enemy, is a Sikh, The signature of Golab Singh, 
a mere youth and not a Councillor, is also*Attacned, on 
Irehalf of his absent brother. Rajah Shere Singh, as if no 
means could be spared to fortify'this •document with the 
apparent concurrence of tire Durbar. 

And although it is signfed by three members of the 
Council, and ^jy the brother of a fourth, it only puimorts 
to be issued, “ according to the advice of Sir Fredeiick 
Cnmie, Bart., and Fak^r Nooi'-ood-deen” , a Mussulman 

** Papers f Pujyaub^ 1849, p. 168. ^ / 

• f Ibid.f pp. S5 and 51. 
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. Councillor, who, accompanied by two English officers, 
personally saw to the order being carried out.* 

The Resident himself seems to have had some-notion 
of the dangerous excitement that might be caused by this 
strong and severe measure. “ A formal trial writes, 
“of Maharajah Runjeet Singh’s widow would Ke most un- 
popular and hurtful to the feelings of the people. ”t Can 
"he have really supposed that “ tt^ summary banishment ’• 
of Runjeet Singh’s widow from* her soii’« dominions would 
be* less unpopular? But was there no alternative but a 
formal trial ? Why should the Ranee not have been put 
on her defence, as she repeatedly demanded, in a private 
investigation ? There may have been another reason for 
avoiding a formal or informal trial. The Resident Says 
there is no doubt in his mind that the Maharanee was 
“deeply implicated” in “conspiracies for tampering with, 
the sepoys, and making revolt and insurrection.” But he 
• adds: — “Legal proof of the delinquency of the Maharanee* « 
would not, perhaps, l^e obtainable.”J She might have 
been acquitted. 

The Resident, however, declares that “ this is not a 
time for us to hesitate about doing what may appear 
necessary to punish state offendrf’s, whatever may be 
llieir rank and station, and to vindicate the honour and 
jiosition of the British Government”. 

“ But,” he continues, “ while doing what we deem an 
act of justice and j)olicy, it is not necessary pr desirable 
to do it in a way to exfisperate the feelings of the sol- 
diery, and the Chiefs or people. We must beaK in mind 
that the Maharanee is the mother of the Sovereign, and 
tiie wMow gi our Ally, Maharajah Runjeet Singh ; and 
we must respect the feelings which they entertain re- 
garding the violation of the seclusion of females of high 
rank.” 

• I propose, thet^fore' (therefore !) "^that the Malmraiiee 
he sent to Benares wider a strong guardT; that she be 
allowed to take with her her jewels, and such of her pro- 
perty as she may immediately require, And her domestic 
servants ; and that she be accompanied by the venerable 
F^keer Noor-ood-deen,” a Mahomedan, • “ the personal 
* Papersl Punjauh^ 1849, p. 228. } p. 168. • J TiWtf. 
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friend and adviser of the late Maharajah Runjeet Singh, . 
and a person greatly respected by the Sikhs generally.” 

“ At Benares,” the Resident suggests, “ she should be 
subject to such surveillance and custody,” as will “ pre- 
vent her- havihg intercourse with parties beyond her ovjn 
domestic Establishment, and holding coiTespondence with 
any person, ex^pt through” the Governor-Geneial’s 
'Agent, Major Mac^eg|»r.f 

Not a hint was given to the Mahaianee or her attend- 
ants, either in the Residfent’s note to her, or in the order 
from*the Durbar, as*to her destination. The deputation 
were expressly forbidden to “use any deceit” to induce 
her 'to come away quietly, but they were “ to tell the 
Maharanee no more than was entered in the 
or order.t In obedience to these instructions. Lieutenant 
•Lumsden refused to satisfy her request for infonnation as 
to “whither she was to be escorted’’.^ 

“Happily,” reports the Resident, “there was not the'* 
slightest opposition ; all was acquiescence and civility, 
from the Maharanee downwards, renj prohthhj somewhat . 
induced h;/ the executions which took place a few days 
ogo:% , . * 

In a subsequent letter, the Resident observes that he 
had anticipated “she would proltahhj think she was doomed 
to the same fate as her con fidential vakeel Moonshee (Junga 
Ham !’, — who had been hanged a few days before. There- 
fore, by the Resident’s j^ermission. Lieutenant Lumsden 
assured her Highness, “as the party left the fort”, \hsit 
“ she would be subjected to no injiyy or indignity ”.|| 

Thus was the mother of the Sovei'eign, and widow of 
our Ally, hurried away into exile, under imtwineilX terror 
of immediate execution, in charge of two English officers 
and a Mahomedan Cbief, escorted by a strong guard. 
This was the plan adopted by the British authorities to 
avoid exasperating the Sikh soldiery and people,* ©r 
offending “ the feelings which they entertain 'as to the 
violation of the seclusion of females of high, rank”! ! 

By the 10th Article of the Treaty of 16th December 
1846, the Maharanee was to receive an allowance of a lakh 

• Papert, Punjtkvh, 1849, p. 169. t p. 229. 

t Tbid:, p. 229. § Ibid., p. 169. || /6?rf., p. 229. 
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. and a half of rupees (£15,000) per annum. On her first 
removal from Lahore to Sheikhopoor, in August 1847, 
this stipencf was reduced, in spite of the Treaty, ta forty- 
eight thousand rupees (£4,800); and after her deportation 
tg Benares to twelve thousand rupees (iri,200) a year. 
This second reduction was made in considbraCion of the 
fact that the Eanee was “ taking with* her a very large 
’amount of private property and jf wels”.^ • 

She was not allowed to remain ih •possession of her 
jewels and other “ private prepay” very long. On the 
30th June 1848, before her arrival Jtt ifenares, the ‘Resi- 
dent writes that a seizure has been made of important 
correspondence which,* “if genuine, and it seems impossi- 
ble it should he otherwise”, proves, “beyond a shadow of 
doubt”, the complicity of the Maharanee Jhunda Khore 
“in the late conspiracy, and in other intrigues and* 
machinations”. Amoig the important correspondence^ 
* seized at Lahore were “ some original letters inteivded 
for the Maharanee, which loere not delivered, owing to her 
sudden removal”, — very conclusive evidence ! — and also 
some copies of letters addressed to her" — still more con- 
clusive ! In order “ to get^hold of the originals of those 
last described”, the Resident requests that “the greatest 
care may be taken to secure all her property and papers”; 
and that Maharanee should even he subjected to have 
her j^erson^ and those of her confidential slave women, 
searched by respectable females, appointed for that pur- 
pose by the Governor-General’s Agent”.t 

The news of these Jittle courtesies, so eminently calcu- 
lated to soothe the exasperated feelings of the Sikh 
Ciiieftalns aiwi soldiery, so congenial to their uncivilised 
notions of the respect due to “ the seclusion of ladies of 
high rank”, may possibly have created somewhat of a 
sensation when spread through the Punjaub. 

• IThe Resident further suggested that “the confinement 
of the Maharanee, on reaching Benares, should be much 
more stringent than was at first intended”, and that “as 
a state prisoner, she should not be allowed to have the 
command of wealth, of which she has, hitherto, not 
sciaipled to make use to accomplish purposes the most 
• Papers* Pumjavb, 1849, pp. 179 and 577. t Itnd.'p, 235. 

B 
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treasonable, and to procure open violence and muhler, . 
and secret assassination.”* * * § 

The Besident’s suggestions were carried, out ; the 
Ranee’s papers were all secured, but nothing treasonable, 
or of any’tmpbrtance, was found.t She was also deprived 
of aU her ,^ewbls and valuables. | • 

The eflPect' of ‘the Maharanee’s deportation upon the 

• Sikh soldiery was tnst^mtaneom. The Resident himself 

writes as follows "tb the 'Governor-General on the 25th 
May 1848. ' ‘ 

• r 

" The reports from Rajah Shere Singh’s camp are, that the 
Kh&lsa soldiery, on hearing of the removal of the Maharanee, 
were much disturbed ; they said that she was the Mother of the 
Khalsa, and that, as she was gone, and the young Duleep Singh 
in our hands, they had no longer any one to fight for or uphold ; 

^ that they had no inducement to oppose Moolraj : and if he came 
to attack them, would seize the Sirdar^ and their officers, and go 

• over to him.”§ 

A prominent place is given to this cause of general dis- 
gust and indignation in Shere Singh's Manifesto. 

It is well known to all the inhabitants of the Punjaub, to the 
whole of the Sikhs, an4 in fact tp the world at large, with what 
oppression, tyranny ana undue violence, the Feringhees have 
treated the widow of the great Maharajah Runjeet Singh, now in 
bliss.” 

They have broken the Treaty by imprisoning,^ and sending 
away to Hiiidostan, the Maharanee, the Mother of her people. ”|| 

c 

Dost Mahomed the Ruler of Cabool, in his letter to 
Captain Abbott, alleges this grievance as the chief cause 
of disaffection in the Punjaub. 

“ There can be no doubt that the Sikhs are **daily becoming 
more and more discontented. Some have been dismissed from 
service, wliile others have been banished •to Hindostan, in par- 
ticular the mother of Mahanajah Duleep Singh, who has been 

• Ibid., pp. 335, 236. f Papers, Punjaub, 1849, pp 263, 2^.* 

$ Ibid., pp. 263, 575. It may be added that the Maharanee was 
afterwards removed, for greater security, to the fortress of Chunar, but 

in a very few days after her arrival there she escaped in disguise, on 
the 18th of April 1849, and took refuge in Nepaul. In 1863 she came 
to England to visit her son, the Mahamjah Duleep Singh, and died in 
this country that year. ^ • 

§ Ibid:, p. 179. 11/61^., p. 362. 
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imprisoned and ill-treated. Such treatment is considered objec- 
■ tionable by all creeds, and both liigh and low prefer death.”* 

There can be little doubt as to the Maharanee’s inces- 
sant and malicious intrigues after her first removal to 
S]>eikhopoor, and the reduction of the income guaranteed 
to , her by the Treaty. That she would ‘haf e had no 
scruple in getting her great enemy Bajali Tej Singh’s 
'throat cut if she could, and in ^amagmg or disgracing* 
one or two other members of €he R^caicy, may well be 
believed. It was only to be eacpected that every one 
who engaged in rebellion or conspiracy, should make a 
free use of her name, and profess to act on her behalf, 
and with her sanction. But she is represented ofi all 
hands as a remarakbly clever woman, and it appears 
highly improbable that she should have been so blind to 
British power, so forgetfiil of recent lessons, so regardless, 
of her son’s interests, upon which her own future position 
•entirely depended, as to provoke, with a divided country* 
and diminished resources, another struggle between the 
Khalsa and the Company. It is utterly incredible. Not 
only is there no “ legal proof”, as the Resident admits, 
but there is nothing to be found in the Blue Book which 
amounts to substantial evidence, »6r affords any moral 
grounds for concluding that she ever compassed or coun- 
tenanced such a renewed struggle, before her removal to 
Benares. In exile and degr^ation, stripped of her 
jewels, cash, and other property, deprived of Jier papers, 
forbidden to have an interview with any one, even with 
an English attorney, except in the presence, of the 
Governor-General’s Agent,t she may very probably have 
plunged int<a desperate plots of revenge, and opened 
a secret communication with the leading insurgents. 

The deportation *and ftnpiisonment of the Maharanee, 
declared by Lord JJalhousie to liave been intended not 
only as a “precaution”, but as a “punishment”,^ appears 
to me t<f have been a measime as impolitic as it was 
unjudicial. Whatever that lady’s crimes and conspiracies 
msjy have been, — and we have nothing to prove them 
but a mass of vituperative assertions, — it might have been 

' 1 . Papert, Punjavb, 1849, p. 5\2. t Ibid., 1849, p. 575. 

t Rid., pp. 575, 678. 
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foreseen, and, doubtless, was foreseen and predicted by 
the Council of Eegency, that her persecution would be 
ten tihies more provocative to the Sikhs, and more in- 
jurious to British honour and authority, than her con- 
tinued intrigues could possibly have Jbeen. 

The Banee’is banishment was looked upon by all who 
were attached t^ Rimjeet Sindh’s kingdom, at once as a 
' national insult, and^asf preliminary step to the dethrone- 
ment of her son, and the destruction of the State. 

lU^ah Shere Singh -^as one of those “Chiefs of the 
greatest note”, whofaa, having first despatched towards 
Mooltan with all the disposable troops of the Sikh Army, 
the Resident recalled to receive the ominous injunction 
ani warning that they must “put down the rebellion by 
their own means, as the only hope of saving their Govem- 
■ ment.”* It was in his camp, as we have just seen, that 
, the alarm and excitement first ros^, when the Maharanee’s 
' deportation from the Punjaub became known. 

But Shere Singh had not only the disaffection of his 
own troops to contend with. A storm was brewing in 
another quarter. His father. Sirdar Chuttur Singh, the 
Nazim or Governor the Hqzara Province, began to be 
involved, in the moiifh of July, in certain personal diffi- 
culties, to be described hereafter, which led him to fear 
that his own ruin, and that of Runjeet Singh’s kingdom, 
were objects predetermined by the British authorities. 
The old Sirdar kept up a regular correspondence with 
his son. Rajah Shere Singh, in the Camp at Mooltan, and 
with his younger son, Golab Singh., at Lahore. He was 
probably, in common with the Sikhs in general, some- 
what alarmed and disgusted by the Mahiu^ane^s exile, 
and other menacing incidents and rumours : and when 
his anxieties were redoubled by* the riangers impending 
over himself, he thought of applying a test to the secret 
intentions of the British' Government, to^ ascerksin 
whether the Treaty was to be broken, — ^wfiether the 
outrages and rebellion of Mooltan were to be visited 
on the innocent Duleep Singh. The youthful Mahaifkjah 
was betrothed to Sirdar Chuttur Singh’s daughter, — 
Rajah Shere •Singh’s sister. The Resident should., be 
* Papert, Punjaub, 1849, pp. 137, 140. 
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asked to fix a day for the marriage to take place. If he 
consented, it would be a sign of continued friendship, and 
good faith : if there were any evasion or hesitation, it 
would be a proof of some sinister purpose. Major 
!^dwardes writes as follows to the Besideilt on* the 28 th 

July 1848 * * < 

• 

. “ Yesterday evening Eajah Shere Si^gh Attareewalla begged me 
to grant him a private interview, at^wiich^he laid before me the* 
wishes of his father, Sirdar Chuttur Singh. • 

If it is not your intention that the nuptials 8f the Maharajah 
sliould be celebrated some time within the next twelve months, 
tlie Sirdar would wish to be allowed to lay aside the duties of his 
Hazara Government, and proceed on pilgrimage for two year^; if, 
on the contrary, the marriage is to take place this year, the Sij’dar 
wrould suggest that, with your sanction, the Durbar should appoint 
astrologers, on the part of the Maharajah, to fix an auspicious 
month and day, in conjunction with other astrologers on the part, 
of the bride. • 

" The above is the substance of the Rajah's conversation ; and* ^ 
be earnestly requested me to procure him an answer from you 
within ten days. The request seems strange at the present 
moment. The secret motives of men are difficult to divine ; but 
there can be no question that an opinion has gone very prevalently 
abroad, and been carefully disseminated hv the evil disposed, that 
llie British meditate declaring flie Punjatib forfeited by the recent 
troubles and misconduct of the troops; and whether the Attaree- 
walla family have any doubts, or not, upon this point themselves, 
it would, I think, be a wise and timely measure to give such 
public assurance of British good faith, and intention to adhere to 
the Treaty, as would be involved in authoritative preparations for 
providing the young Maharajah with a Queen. It would, no doubt, 
settle men’s minds greatly.”* • - 

Thojlesident returned a very stiff official reply to this 
application, Carefully avoiding any such “assurance”, public 
or private, as Rajah Sh^re Singh wished to elicit, though 
endeavouring to satisfy him with common-place courtesies. 
He observes that “ all the ceremonies for affiancing being 
c8fnplete,Jt would,*in common usage, rest v^th the family 
of the bride to determine the time when the actual cere- 
mqny of marriage should take place”; but that “of course, 
'wi^ reference to the position of the Maharajah, nothinc) 
can he done in this case inthout the conciii^ence and apjyrom 

♦ Papers^ Puvjauh^ 1849, pp. 270, 271, 
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bation of the Resident” He will “consult, confidentiallv, 
the members of the Durbar now at Lahore on the sub- 
ject of the time at which the marriage should be cele- 
brated”, and Hajah Shere Singh may oe assured that the 
British GoveAment will only interfere “to secure thM 
all is don^ which may be best calculated to promote the 
honour and liapjjiness the Maharajah, and of the bride 
‘and her family.” r t . 

And then come these portentous words ; — “ I do not 
see how the with the ceremonies for the 

Maharajah’s nuptial's cart be considered as indicative of 
an^ line of policy ivhich the Government may consider it 
Hghl to pursue now, or at any fuiure time, in respect to 
the' administration of the Pnnjauh, and it is, on that 
account, that I see no objection to the inaiTiage being 
• celebrated at such time, and in such inoniiev, as may be 
most satisfactoiy to the parties themselves, and the 
Dui’bar.”* 

Major Edwardes can now have had no donlrt as to the 
views in favour at Head-quartei s; and. howeA C'r cautiously 
he may have communicated to Shere Singh the substance 
of the Resident’s answer, the Rajah and his father must 
have felt henceforth 'hut little hojje that the Sovereignty 
of Duleep Singh would be allowed to .survive the suj.'- 
pression of the actual revolt. The less Major Edwardes 
said on the subject, the more they mu.st-have been 
alarmed, o 

Major Edwardes says: “Unhappily tlie full meaning 
of the application did not appear.”t It must have ap- 
peared clearly enough to the Resident by the light of 
Major Edwardes’s own lucid explanation, which tve have 
just quoted. The cold and studied reply indicates that 
the question was fuUy understobd. And by the aid of 
theii* other informants at* Lahore, where Rajah Shere 
Singh’s brother, Golah Singh, had access to the Reside*ib, 
we may be sure that the full meaning of the reply to 
their urgent application was understood by the two Sikh 
Chieftains. The Resident would not admit that ‘'the 
Maharajah’s marriage was a matter of political signifi- 

* Papefs^ Punjavh^ 1849, pp. 272, 273. * 

A Year on the Pvitjanh Fnmiier^ vol. ii, ]». 448. 
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cance, or public consequence ; and he would not promise 
to take any immediate steps to have a day fixed for its 
celebration.* “ Of course, nothing can be done without 
the concurrence and approbation of the Resident”, but 
” he will consult the Durbar confidentially*” 

* ^ust at the time ■ft^hen Sirdar Chuttur Singlt must have 
received the news from his sons of the jiegative result of 
•his test, he was himself falling irfto great straits. , 

Sirdar Chuttur Singh was N^iqa, or Governor, of 
the Hazara Province, inhabited Jjy an armed Mahomedan 
]:)opulation, — “ warlike and difficult, of control”,*-.— who 
entertained a bitter and bigoted hostility to all who bore 
the name of Sikh, ^nder Runjeet Singh’s Governrfient 
the Province had never been effectually settled, and'the 
revenues were only occasionally collected by a military 
expedition. Captain James Abbott, ojie of the Resident’s 
Assistants, t Avas ap])Qinted to aid and advise the Sikh 
GoA’eruor in the execution of his duties. Very soon after 
the outbreak under Dewan Moolraj at Mooltan, Captain 
Abbott became impressed with the belief that Chuttur 
Singh Avas “at the head of a conspiracy for the expulsion 
of the English from the Punjaub, and was about to head 
a crusade against the B)"iti.sh forced at Lahore. From 
that time Captain Abbott took up his abode at a place 
thirty-fiA-e miles distant from Chuttur Singh’s residence,^ 
*and “shut; himself out from all personal communication” 
Avith his colleague.il “ The constant suspicion”, writes 
the Resident, “AA’itli Avhich Captain Abbott regarded 
Sirdar (Inittur Singh, seems to have, not unnaturally, 
estranged that Chief from hiin.”^ 

, ’riir»Bluf.,Book affords ample materials for balancing 
the antecedent probabilities in this case. Nearly a year 
helbre his differences AA^th Chuttur Singh commenced, the 
Resident, Sir Henry Lawreqce, had written of Captain 
j2J>bott to the Goyenior-Geueral in these terms : — “ Cap- 
tain Abbott is an excellent officer ; but he is too apt to 

^ Pa 2 ^€rs^ Piinjauh^ 1849, p. 18. 

t Distinguished before that period for his enterprising journey to 
Khiva, well described by his own pen, now a General and C.B. 

Papers^ Punjaub^ 1849, p. 279. • § /6w/., p. 279. 

II Ibiil, f). 28o. f Ibid,, p. 279, 
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take gloomy views of questions. I think he has unwit- 
tingly done Dewan Jowala Sahaee injustice.” Of this 
Dewaa Jowala Sahaee Sir Henry Lawrence adds, “ I only 
know one better Native. According to the light he has 
enjoyed, t^e times he has lived in, and the school ^ 
which he has been brought up, he is h respectable, as jie 
is assuredly an able, man.”* 

, On a later occdsion, the succeeding Resident, Sir Fred-' 
erick Currie, sho'ys''us ’Captain Abbott falling into the 
same hasty and unfoui¥ied suspicions of another Sikh 
Chief/ Jhunda Singht 

“ Soon after the defection of a portion of the Churruujcet Eegi- 
nient 'of Horse, which formed a part of Sirdar Jhunda Singh’s 
Brigade (on which occasion the Sirdar’s conduct was open to no 
sort of suspicion), Captain Abbott wrote of Jhunda Singh as one 
connected with the extensive band of conspirators whom he con- 
sidered as leagued to aid the Mooltan rebellion. 

“ Upon that occasion I explained to Ca])taiu Abbott, that if his 
, opinion of Sirdar Jhunda Singh’s disaffection rested on the facts 
he had mentioned, it was without due foundation ; for that the 
Sirdar had closely and scnipulouslv obeyed my orders in every step 
he had takeu.”t 

Besides these two particular instances of Captain 
Abbott’s special infirmity, we find in the Blue Book the 
Resident’s judgment on that officer’s general capacity as 
a political detective, professing to observe the obscure 
symptoms of a nascent insurrection. 

“ His Lordsliip will have observed a very ready disposition on 
the part of Captain Abbott to believe the reports that are brought, 
to him of conspiracies, treasons, and plots, suspicion of everybody, 
far and near, even of his own servants, and a conviction of the in- 
fallibility of his own conclusions, which is not sh^en by-r-nding 
time after time that they are not verified.’’^ 

Who, on the other hand, was Sirdar #Chuttur Singh, so 
unfortunately associated with this perverse coadjutor 1 
The Resident tells us that the was “an old and infiooe, 
man, the father-in-law of the Maharajah, with' more at 
stake than almost any man in the Punjaub”.§ 

“ Sirdar Chuttur Singh is a wily old Chief of Kapjeet Sink’s 
time, who has been concerned in his day in many treacherous pro- 

• Papertf Punjavi, p. 30, t Ibid., 1849, p. 328,. 

t Ibid,, p. 285, $ Ibid,, p. 2f9,. 
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ceedings, and ia the confidential friend of Maharajah Golah Singh ; 
but he is now infirm and in ill health, and has obtained much 
wealth, and an honourable position in the present administration, 
while his daughter is the betrothed wife of the young Maharajah 
of Lahore.”* 

..‘‘Mr. John Lawrence, in a private letter retfeived yesterday, 
writing of him, says, ‘1 cannot, in any way, account* for Chuttur 
Singh’s conduct ; I always looked on him as ,a harmless old fool. 
•He is, moreover, now very infirm, and %uffers nnuch from chronic^ 
disease.”'!* • • • 

In another despatch he observes : — “ Sirdar Chuttur 
Singh and his sons were raised to their present position 
by the arrangements of Lieutenant-Colonel Lawrence, 
with the approbation, of the British Government. •The 
family is unpopular with the Chiefs and the old adhe- 
rents of liunjeet Singh, as being upstarts, and the crea- 
tures of the British Government. They are unpopular 
with the army, * * • and they have no weight 

• with the people. ^ 

In the midst of the agitation caused throughout -the 
Punjaub by the delay and uncertainty following the first 
successes of Major Edwardes against the Dewan Moolraj, 
Captain Abbott received intelligence, upon which he 
placed reliance, that the Brigade of Durbar troops sta- 
tioned at Pukli, near the residence of Sirdar Chuttur 
Singh, had determined on marching either to Mooltan or 
lo Lahore,. to join in the insurrection. So far as can be 
gathered from the Blue Book, his informatjon showed 
that a portion of the force was in an excited and dis- 
affeeted state ; but Captain Abbott himself reports that 
the ofl&cers “ did not 'countenance the men in the move”, 
that THey “ tpade a show of putting down the mutiny”, 
and that they fired “ two successive salutes”, in honour 
of the “two victories of*Lieutenant Edwardes”. He also 
states that the Golundauz .or Artillerymen, and the 
ISumboorchees, or, camel-gunners, were “ disinclined to 
the mov^".§ Thus the disaffection, by his*own account, 
was by no means general or decided. Nothing whatever 
ap{)ears to prove ^t Sirdar Chuttur Singh promoted or 
approved the misconduct of the evil-disposed among the 
Si^ troops. 

* Papen, Punjaui, 1849, P. 286, 

t Ibid., p, 380. 


t /6»rf.?p. 334. 
$ Ibid., p. 310, 
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Captain Abbott, however, had satisfied himself that 
Cbuttur Singh was at the head of a vast conspiracy, and 
was about to march upon Lahore at the head of all the 
Durbar troops in Hazara. During the first week of 
August 1^48, without any warning, without any commu- 
nication with 4,he Governor of the Prftvince, Sirdar Chul- 
tur Singh, vrithout any intimation to his own official 
superiors, Captaih Abbfitt roused the armed Mahomedan* 
peasantry, over lyhdm had obtained great influence, 
and closed the* passes by#which the Brigade stationed* at 
Pukli* could descend into the plains. On the 6th of 
August “ the mountaineers assembled in great numbers, 
and eurrounded the town of Husripore”, where Sirdar 
Chttttur Singh was residing. The Sirdar was induced, 
as a natural movement of self-defence, to order the de- 
.tachment of troops, which was stationed for the pro- 
tection of the town, to encamp on the esplanade under 
the guns of the fort.* Colonel Canoiu, an American, 
who had been for some years in the Sikh seiwice, refused 
to move out of the city to the new position with the 
battery of Artilleiy iinder his command, unless by Cap- 
tain Abbott’s permission. Sirdar Chuttur Singh “ re- 
peated his orders, saving that'Captain Abbott could not 
know the peril they were in from the threatened attack 
of the armed population, who could easily seize the guns 
where they were”.t Canora not only refused to obe;^ 
these ordeijs, but loaded two of his guns with double 
charges of grape, and “ standing between them with a 
lighted portfire in his hand, said he^ would fire upon*. the 
first man who came near”.J Sirdar Chuttur Singh sent 
two companies of Sikh Infantry to take poss^siorr of t^e 

S ms. Colonel Canora first cut down one of his own 
avildars, or Sergeants, who had* refused to fire upon the 
Infantry, and then applied the match himself to one of 
the guns, which missed *fir& At that moment he ysas 
struck down by musket shots from two of thd Infantry 
soldiers. After his fall, and before he expired, he is said 
to have killed two Sikh officers with his double barr^ed 
pistol.§ 

* Papers, Pwtyaub, 1849, p. 279. t /6m/.; p. 280. • 

X /6«/.,‘pp. 287 and 303. § Ibid., pp. 280,* 301, 303. 
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Captain Abbott calls this most justifiable and unavoid- 
able homicide, “ an atrocious deed”, “ a cold-blooded 
murder, as base and cowardly as that of Peshora Singh”,* 
and talks about Chuttur Singh having “ determined upon 
lil^e murder” of Colonel Canora.t , • 

Jhe Resident, in several letters to Cai^tadn Abbott, 
having received both his account of the^affidr and that of 
"Sirdar Chuttur Singh makes tlfe foUcfwing sound and, 
sensible observations : — 

• 

“ The death of Coiiiinedan Canora Is stated, both by the Sirdar 
and yourself, to have been occasioned in ‘consequence of Ifts dis- 
obedience of the reiterated orders of the Nazim, and his having 
offered violent opposition Jio those whom the Governor, after many 
remonstrances with the Commedan, sent to enforce his orders.^ 

“ I cannot at all agree with you as to the character you assign 
to this transaction. Sirdar Chuttur Singh was the Governor of 
tlie province, military and civil, and the officers of the Sikh army* 
were bound to obey him,\he responsibility for his orders resting 
* with him. Taking the worst possible view of the case, I know . 
not how you can characterise it as ' a cold-blooded murder, as base 
and cowardly as that of Peshora Singh.’ J 

“ It is clear that whatever may have been the intention of the 
Pukli llrigade, no overt act of rebellion was committed by them 
till the initiative was taken Vy, you, bjfr calling out the armed 
peasantry and surrounding the Brigadb in its cantonment. It 
seems, also, that the armed peasants were threatening Hurripore, 
before the Nazim ordered the guns out of the town, to the open 
space between the fort and the city. 

“ I have given you no authority to raise levies, and organise paid 
bands of soldiers, to meet an emergency, of the occurrence of 
which I have always been somewhat sceptical. 

“Itt is much, I think,* to be lamented that you havcf kept the 
Nazim at a distance from you ; have resisted his offers and sug- 
g«stion?^o h$ Allowed himself to reside near you, or to have his 
son, Ootar Singh, to represent him at Shirwan ; and that you have 
judged of the purposes, and feelings and fidelity of the Nazim 


Papery Punjaub, p. 302. PesEora Singh, one of^eyeral pretenders 
to the throne of the Punjaub, was in open rebellion against the Lahore 
<J[^emment in March 1845, when he was captured by the troops under 
C^bitur Singh, and put to death in prison by order of the Minister, 
Jowahir Singh, the Maharanee’s brother. Chuttur Singh does not seem 
to have been to blame. — Trotter’s History of India from 1844 to 1862, 
vdr i, p. 42^ • t /rfrw, p. 311. 

J Papers^ Ptmjauh^ 1849, p. 313. • 
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and the troops, from the reports of spies and informers, very pro- 
bably interested in misrepresenting the real state of affaii-s. 

“ None of the accounts Uiat have yet been made jastifies yon in 
calling the death of Commedan Canora a murder, nor in asserting 
that it was premeditated by Sirdar Chuttur Singh. That matter 
has yet to be in^*estigated.”• 

Chuttur Singh was eventually goaded into open rebel- 
lion. Captain AVbott having predicted his treason, took, 
with perfect good faith* the b^t measures to prove his 
prediction true. ‘^Having played an aggressive j)art, and 
forced Chuttur Singh “ to take his line”,+ Captain Abbott 
acted with ability and energy ; and though he could not 
accoqiplish the task he had assigned himself, that of de- 
stroying the Sikh troops by means of the Mahomedan 
mountaineers, he maintained a defensive position in 
Hazara till the end of the war. When Chuttur Singh 
had committed himself beyond retreat by a series of acts 
nf contumacy and hostility, Captain Abbott’s provocative 
policy was glossed over and consigned to oblivion. But 
there is nothing whatever in the Blue Book to show that 
the Resident ever saw reason to withdraw or modify his 
opinion that “the initiative was taken” by Captain Ab- 
bott. The insurrection in Hazara was, in fact, originally 
an insurrection of the Mahomedan peasantry, with the 
object of exterminating the Sikh troops and Govemoi*, 
instigated and promoted by a British officer.;}; 

It is interesting to observe the spirit in which Captain 
Abbot devlfeed and prosecuted his offensive operations. 
It goes very far to explain the powerful influence wMch 
he obtained over the fanatical Mahotnedans of the Hazara 
Hills. Besides money, he gave them what th^ most 
coveted, an opportunity of revenge and triumph over tKe 

• 'Paptrt, Punjauh, 1849, p. 316. * t Ibid., p. 323. 

} It is worthy of note that, at. the end of the campaign, ** Abbott 
alone, who had held his lonely post ^t Nara from first to last, was un- 
fairly stinted of yie honours due to bis acknowledged wprth,” wHSn 
Edwaides, Lake, Taylor and Herbert were decorated and prombted. — 
Trotter’s HiMory of India from 1844 to 1862, vol. i, p. 212. Th** 
gallant Abbott, who bad defended the fortress of Nara against fearful 
odds, down to the close of the campaign, was mvidiously refused the 
honour due to his distinguished ^orts and success.” — Marshman’s 
Hittwy of India (bougmans, 1867), vol. iii, p. 350. Somdjpdy appreci- 
ated his sefvices justly, if Lord Polhousie did not, 
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idolatrous Sikhs, the obstinate persecutors of the Mus- 
sulman fait^jf. I quote from Captain Abbott’s own des- 
patches. 

“ I assembled the Chiefs of Hazara ; explained what had hap- 
pened, and called upon them by the memory of their murdered 
parents, friends and relatives, to rise, and aid me in difetroying the 
Sikh forces in detail. T issued purwanims to* thi§ effect through- 
but the land, and marched to a strong position.' ^ 

“ I have placed a force in the Mafgrflla l^ass to destroy Pertaub 
Singh’s Regiment, should it refuse t^ turn back^at my reiterated 

orders.”t 

“ 1 have ordered out the armed peasantry, and will do my best 
to destroy the Sikh army.”J 

“The Sirdar sent me noiintelligence of this cold-blooded mtirder, 
as base and cowardly as his murder of Peshora Singh, but on find- 
ing it confirmed by eye-witnesses, and that the Sirdar had thus 
identified himself wdth the mutineers in Pukli, I ordered all the 
Chiefs of Hazara to rise, and, in every way, harass and molest* 

^ those who should support riini.”§ 

It must be mentioned that there were no mutineers ' 
in Pukli”; Captain Abbott had no information of any- 
thing like a mutiny ; he was acting merely on the 
rumours of a secret conspiracy, brought or written to 
him, from a distance of thiirty-five jifiles, by spies and in- 
formers. No overt act had been committed before his 
bwm hostile movements. His own letters prove that 
before the jnifortunate Canora’s death, there was nothing 
apparent or even alleged against Sirdar Chuttur Singh 
that required investigation. He presses matters on to a 
elin^gx. 

“ I left Shirwan for a position nearer the new theatre of opera- 
tions, foot (j| the Guiidgurk mountains, — terrible to the Sikhs 
for three most bloody and disastrous defeats, from numbers not 
one-fourth of their own. It is within sight of Hurripore, and may 
be called the throne of Hazara, as here I have at my back the 
bravest and most loyal of the population, and my orders are better 
ofceyed than from any other locaMty.”|l 

From this throne”, he sent to Hurripore, and sum- 
"^Hftned Chuttur Singh to give up the murderers”, as he 
called them, of Colonel Canora, and to comply with “ a 
schedule of demands”. 

* • Papers, Funjauhy 1849, p. 311. f Ihid.^ 306. 

X Ibid., p. 301. § Ibid., p. 302. || Ibid., p. 303. 
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“ I have given him until to-morrow luorniug for decision. If 
he then refuse the terms, I shall be satisfied that it is not mere 
alarm aJ)out himself from the population of Hazara, hut a sense of 
detected guilt, and consequent desperation, which has led to this 
rebellious conduct. If he comply, the country need not he ravaged, 
nor the deskroyed, and his conduct may be made the subjoist 
of legal investigation. 

The Pukli brigade is still in limbo. It is unfortunate that 
cthe Pukli Brigade got intelligence of my possession of that pass 
in time, as, in all yrdb&hili^y it 'icoidd have been destroyed. As it 
never actually nvirched, I am reluctant to order it to be destroyed, 
until in motion.”* 

r c 

Here is another distinct admission, out of his own 
moilth, that no overt act had been committed. It was, 
in Jiis cTwn opinion, “unfortunate^', that these obstinate 
Sikhs would not mutiny, or march to Lahore, in time. 
He was “reluctant” to have them “destroyed” in their 
quarters, because they had not , moved. Yet he had 
•already ordered the armed peasantry to “ destroy the 
Sikh army”, and “to harass and molest, in eveiy way”, 
those who supported the Governor of the Province. 

In another place Captain Abbott declares that the 
“mmrder” of Canora “formed, the break in the ice of deep 
and silent treachery, ,so long ^carried on with a smiling 
face”,^ — acknowledging, in fact, that, before that unhappy 
event, he had nothing to bring against Chuttur Singh ex- 
cept vague rumours of conspiracy. As the Resident 
wrote to him} — “There is no proof •of misconduct before 
the raising' of the armed population, and his plea is, that 
all that he^as done since, has been of a defensive .cha- 
racter.”^ 

More than once Captain Abbott betrays^his cojoccious- 
ness that he had given Chuttur Singh good cause lor 
alarm, and for the precautionai^ mq^ures which were 
bringing them into collision. “ I wrote i^o the Sirdar,” 
he says, “insisting upon tjie instant surrender of the 
murderers of»this loyal and gallant officer, and the re- 
turn of the troops to their cantonments, promising, upon 
these conditions, to settle all disturbances in the count^',^ 
— a pretty plain' admission that the disturbances in 

Hazara were all of his own making. 

^ • 

* Papers, Pw^ub, 1849, p. 303. t -Ibid., p. 311. 

J Ibid., p. 313. § IbUL, p. 302. 
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“ He” (Clmltur Singh) “ says that Canoi-a was engaged to join 
the peasants in plundering Humpore. He” — evidently Canora — 
“ knew nothiilg whatever of what was passing amongst th^ people 
of the country, and more than once exjpressed anxiety lest the town 
shmtM he plundered.*^ 

If the murderers of^ Colonel Canora are surrendered to me for 
judgment, and the troops sent back to their seveAl ^ntonments, 
I wUl, instanily, reduce the courUry to its former *pTofownd tran- 
^uillity.”-f * * , 

There is an occasional inconsJ’stJ&ncy, ^nounting almost 
to incoherence, running through fcaptain Abbott’s reports, 
in spite of his bold and confident doings. For instance, 
after declaring his intention of “ destroying the Sikh army 
in detail”, and “ harassing and molesting” everyone*who 
should support the Governor, he complains of that per- 
sonage having expressed alarm at the rising of the armed 
peasantry, and having written in “ a tone of virtuous, 
indignation”, under a •pretence of extreme peril fixim a 
• •people idiom tiro of my cliiqyi'assees” (messengers) “would' 
settle in three days”.'\. As if it were very likely that 
. either the Mahomedan population on the one side, roused 
by appeals to their “ murdered parents”, and to the 
“ bloody defeats” they had formerly inflicted on the 
Sikhs” or the Sikh Govelmor and *troops, on the other, 
alarmed by the sudden insurrection, would interpret 
Captain Abbott’s exterminating orders and proclama- 
tions with. all that moderation and reluctance, and all 
those conditions and qualifications, with whjph he pro- 
fesses to have tempered them ! 

’Hie Resident had Joo much good sense and experience 
tolook upon the calling up of these fanatical mountaineers 
a4 a Tuftre ^ojnonstration, which Captain Abbott could 
easily keep in hand, and settle at any moment with “ two 
of his muprdssees”. ’He very properly calls it “a 
momentous business”, and tells the Governor-General, 
“J have pointed out to him how much easier it is to 
raise, thati to allay a power thus brought into action, 
•^nd impelled by religious antipathies, and feelings of 
lobg-cherished hatred”.|| 

The Resident writes to Captain Abbott that both of 

• Papers, JPunjauhf 1849, p. 303. t p* 304. 

X ThUd;, p. 304. § Ante, p. 119. j| Papers, PunjaviS, p. 279. 
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Sirdar Chuttur Singh’s sons, Kajah Shore Singh, at 
Mooltan, and Golab Singh, at Lahore, complain that 
their &,ther has been “ betrayed into misconSuct by mis- 
trust, engendered by your withdrawal of your confidence 
from himVand declared suspicions of his fidelity, and Jjy 
fear at tlfe Mahomedan population 'having been raised, 
as he believed, for his destruction and that of the Sikh 
-"army. * 

What Chuttur Sin^i* believed, was the exact truth. 
Captain Abbott himself cells us so repeatedly. He speaks 
of “ arousing a high-spirited people to the work of des- 
truction. The Mahomedan population was raised by 
him* “ to destroy the Sikh armyc , and to “harass and 
molest” everyone who should support the Sikh Governor. 

The Resident on the 19th August 1848, writes to 
. Captain (afterwards General) John Nicholson, who, under 
his instructions, was endeavouring to arrange matters, 

* and bring all parties to their bearings, as follows : — 

‘‘We must hear in mind that, whatever may have heen supposed 
to have been the purpose of the Piikli Brigade and the Sirdar, no . 
overt act was committed by either until the Brigade was sur- 
rounded in Gahundia, and Hurripore v^as tlireatened by tlie 
Mahomedan tribes, of Vjiose purpose no notice had been given 
by Captain Abbott to Sirdar Chuttur Singh, the Governor of tlic 
Province. The initiative was clearly taken by Captain Abbott,— 

I do not say unnecessarily, but it was so taken ; and the Nazim 
now pleads that he was acting for the protection oF himself and 
the troops c<)mmitted to him, and also of the country under his 
government, in calling the regiments from Hassan Abdal and tlie 

other cantonments.”! ^ 

• ^ € 

Captain Nicholson writes back to the same effect, and 
suggests “ a full pardon to the Sirdar fa: .all that l*as 
occurred. ”§ 

At this time, and even on "previous dates. Captain 
Abbott’s inflammatory language exaggerates and misre- 
presents what he calls the*** crimes of Chuttur Singh. 
He writes tS the Kesident, on the 13th Au^st, that 
Chuttur Singh is “ exciting to mutiny the hulk of 
Sikh army, and calling upon the Jummoo Prince ”*(the 
Bajah of Cashmere) “ to invade the country.” “ Last 

• Papers, Pvnjaub„ 1849, p. 296. t Ibid., p. 309. • 

t IVd., p. 312. § lUd., pp. S08, 309. 
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night I intercepted letters from Sirdar Chuttur Singh to 
Maharajah prolab Singh” (of Cashmere), “ the Eajahs 
Jowahir Singh and Runbeer Singh ” ^Grolab Singh’s 
nephew and son), “ and others, entreating the aid of 
fegur Jummoo Regiments.”* * • 

What he calls “exciting the Sikh armjT to* mutiny”, 
was, as admitted by the Resident and* Captain Nichol- 
son, sending for the Regiments fropa the neighbouring 
cantonments for the protection af hims^f and the troops 
against the insurgent Mahometans. As*for the inter- 
cepted letters, they are the best evidtence of the SMar’s 
innocence at that period, for, containing no treasonable 
matter, or Captain Abbott would have been sure to men- 
tion it, and being couched, as he says, “in a tone of 
virtuous indignation”, they, also, were simply appeals for 
aid, written under the influence, as Captain Nicholson* 
said, of “ terror and ankiety.”t 

When the news of Chuttur Singh’s movements first < 
reached Mooltan, his son. Rajah Shere Singh “ discussed 
the matter with me”, said Major Edwardes, to whom 
Shere Singh showed the letters received from his father, 

“ with great good sense, and put it to me, whether all 
that his father had done \.o oppose the Moolkias” (the 
insurgent peasantry) “ was not perfectly natural and ex- 
cusable, on the supposition that he was innocent of the 
plots suspected by Captain Abbott. ‘ No man’, he said, 

‘ will allow himself to be killed without a stru^gle.’”J 
. The insurmountable obstacle, as Captain Nicholson at 
onc«? perceived, was •the death of Colonel Canora, and 
the r^uisition for the men who shot him. Chuttur 
Skigh fiad« rewarded these men on the spot, a very 
natural proceeding in his position and with his notions, 
but which, he felt, fixed upon him the stigma of the 
murder, if such it was to be* considered by the English 
authoritieg. “ He 'has identified himself with the mur- 
derers in paying them for their bloody work”, wrote 
Captain Abbott to the Resident. § It is perfectly ob- 
vioub that if Chuttur Singh had taken a step towards 
giving up those men to what they and their comrades 

• Papers, tPunjaub, 1849, p. 304. *t Ihid.^p. 308. 

X Ibid., p. 294. § lUd., p. 311. 

C 
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would have supposed to be certain death, he would 
not merely have sacrificed his own honouf uselessly, 
— for there was no secret about his having reward^ 
them, — ^but it would in all probability have brought on 
an immediate "mutiny, to which he would himself have 
fallen the liisf victim. 

The Kesident 'seemSfto have had a general idea that 
the principal difl&culby of the case was concentrated on 
this point. “ After the .death of Canora”, he writes to 
the Government, “ the* Sirdar thought himself cbm- 
promiyed irretrievably, it would appear, with us.”* 

Ii^ajor (now General Sir) George Lawrence, also 
writes : — “ He” (Chuttur Singh) is anxious to come 
to f^rms, but fears he has committed himself too far to 
admit of his obtaining them.”t 

• We are not suiprised to find that he could obtain no 
terms fi:om Captain Abbott. That officer refiised to see 
• Chuttur Singh, who offered to wait upon him, if assured ’ 
of a free pardon. “ I declined this ; thought it quite 
impossible that we should meet amicably, until I knew 
the sentiments of Government upon his conduct. 

“I gave him yesterday”, writes Captain Abbott to the 
Besident, “a statement of my demands, viz., the surrender 
of the minderers for judgment, and an order to the several 
Hegiments to return to their duty.”§ 

But from the Resident we might have expected a more 
even-handed procedure, and a more impartial arbitrament. 
Satisfied that the death of Canora, even according to Cap: 
tain Abbott’s version, was not a murder, he might sUi-ely 
have dealt more judiciously with that “ insurmountable 
obstacle”, the pereinpto^ demand for the surrencleref 
“the murderers” into Captain Abbott’s hands. Per- 
ceiving “ clearly ” that “ the initiativef” had been taken 
W Captain Abbott, he might surely have offered Sirdar 
Chuttur Singh a fiill pardorf, conditional on his proving 
the plea thaf he had resorted to none but ' defensive 
measures, and had acted only “ for the protection of ' 
himself and the troops”, when they were hemmed ill by 
the insuigent mountaineers. 

* Papers, PvnJaW), 1849, p. 289. 

X Ibid., p. 311. 


t IbU., p. 291.' 
§ Ibid., p. 306. 
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No such offer was made to Chuttur Singh. No such 
offer was proposed or sanctioned by the Besident. No 
one told the Sikh Governor that the Besident had by no 
means decided hastily, like Captain Abbott, that Canora 
hqd been foully -murdered. No hint was give®" that any 
question or dispute* between him and Cdlpt^ Abbott 
could possibly be open to invei^igation. * No promise 
was made to Chuttur Singh but that* of his life ; no 
terms were offered him but th^S of* implicit submission 
to Captain Abbott, against wAose a^re^sion he com- 
plained, and with these terms was eoupled the intima- 
tion that he was dismissed from his Government, and 
that his landed property would be confiscated ! 

Captain Nicholson declared that Sirdar Chuttur Singh’s 
conduct was the result of “ terror and anxiety”,* and he 
never deviated from that opinion. He told the Besident. 
that the demand for the men who killed the unfortunate 
•’Commandant of Artillery would prove “an insurmount-*, 
able obstacle”, and that Chuttur Singh would “ neVer 
. accede to any terms” but “ a free pardon.” Yet on re- 
ceiving overtures from Chuttur Singh, he “ insisted, as 
a preliminary, on the Artillery Comqaandant’s murderers 
being given up.”t And oii the 20th August he wrote 
to the Besident as follows : — 

. “ Coasidering how extremely desirable it is that matters should, 
if possible, be peaceably arranged, believing, also, that the Sirdar’s 
conduct of late, though heinous in many respects, its origin 
in fear, I have taken upon myself the responsibility of offering 
liim the following terms, which, whether he accept (as Jhunda 
Singh seems to think Ee will) or not, I hope will m*eet your 
approwd„t’i®. — ^That if the Sirdar immediately come into me, and 
send back the tlbops to their posts, I guarantee his life and izzut” 
(honour) “ being spared ; but I neither guarantee his Nazimshvp nor 
his Jagheer, whidi, indeed, I*have intimated to him Ac cannot exped 
to he allowed to retain. , 

“ All things consid^ed, I tnisUyou will agree with me, that the 
loss of the D^izamut and of his Jagheer will be a sufficient punish- 
ment, and that I have acted rightly in offering these term9.”t 

Tlus severe sentence, without trial and without judg- 
ment, was instantly, by return of post, “entirely approved, 

t Papers, Punjaiib, 1849, p. 308. • 

t Ibid., p. 284. J Ibid., p. 295. * 
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confirmed and ratified” by the Kesident, in a letter dated 
the 23rd August, to Captain Nicholson.* , 

Yet on the very day, the 23rd August, on which the 
Besident “ confirmed and ratified” the degradation of 
Chuttur JBindh and the resumption of his estates, he 
wrote as’foBows to Major Edwardes : — “Lieutenant 
Nicholson and Major Lawrence, with the best opportu- 
'nities of judging, ,entii;ely concur with me that the 
Sirdar’s conducts is owi^ more to his distrust and fear 
of Captain Abbott’s feeKngs and intentions towards Him- 
self And the troops,* than to any other cause.”t He had 
preyiously remarked, in a letter to the Commander-in- 
Chi4f: — “Lieutenant Nicholson Klw/i not seem to know 
the' manner of Commandant Canora’s death ; he calls it 
a murder, and says that he understands Sirdar Chuttur 
• Singh headed the party that killed him.”J And on the 
^ 24th August, the day after he had approved and con- 
r firmed the hard terms proposed by Captain Nicholson,” 
the Resident wrote to Captain Abbott, disapproving of 
much of his conduct, pronouncing it to have been “ far • 
from judicious”, and that he was not justified “in calling 
the death of Commedan Canora a murder. ”§ 

On the 5th September the 'Resident writes to Govern- 
ment : — “I have promised him” (Chuttur Singh) “merely 
life, and an honourable investigation into his conduct. ”,|| 
How could that be “an honourable investigation”, which 
was preceded by the infliction of heavy penalties ? The 
Sirdar was not even told that, if he succeeded in clearing 
himselff these penalties would be remitted. * 

When Chuttur Singh found that his appeal to the 
President and the Durbar was fi-uitless^tliat'Captsein 
Abbott’s proceedings were not disavowed, or, to his know- 
ledge, disapproved ; and that no tertns were offered to 
him but bare life, what could he think but that he had 
been marked down 'as the fifst victim ‘in the general ruin 
of the Punjaub State ? Already alarmed and dii^fusted 
by the Maharanee’s removal and ill-treatment, and by 
the evasive answer as to the Maharajah’s marriage", his 
head may probably have beep full of plots and projects, 

• Papeft, Punjavh, 1849, p. 297. t Ibid., p. 297. 

f lUd,., p. 286. § lUd., p. 316. || lUd., p. 329. 
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and he may have been intently watching the course of 
events, wheji Captain Abbott’s initiative threw him into 
an equivoc^ position. When that officer was per- 
mitted to pursue what he himself called “the work of 
destruction”, unreproved, so far as Chuttuf Singh knew, 
— when the plan of setting up Mahomedaas against 
Sikhs, and reviving ancient blood feuds, was adopted and 
sanctioned by the highest British ^authorities, the oltt 
Sirdar’s disafiection was confirmed. He was driven to 
desperation ; he no longer resi^d the importunities of 
the fanatic Sikhs among his followers and the troops. He 
plunged into open rebellion, and devoted himself to ^one 
last struggle for his religion and the Khalsa Raj. 

And from the manner in which Chuttur Singh withthe 
Sikh troops, and Captain Abbott with his Mahomedan 
peasants, were left by the Resident to fight it out by* 
themselves, the Sikhs'at other stations were soon per- 
*’suaded that such was the settled plan of the British', 
Government. Major George Lawrence* writes from Pes- 
hawur on the 5th of September : — “Colonel Ootar Singh 
declared that men from different Regiments had called 
on all to march on my quarters, as jit was my intention 
to destroy all the Sikhs* hy raising tJie Mahomedan 
l)opulation. 

When Sirdar Chuttur Singh was fully committed 
beyond all* possibility of retreat or redemption, — ^when 
redress was refused, and he was sentenced without judg- 
ment, — ^his sons threw in their lot with their father, and 
the Second Sikh wai" began. Until they took that step, 
the Mooltan rebellion was isolated, — confined, indeed, 
withm fhe walls of the fortress ; although its importance 
was enhanced and the dangers attending it were ag- 
gravated by the Maharanee^ removal, by our military 
vacillation and delay, and by ‘the rumours of impending 
annexation. Up to the middle of September 1848, no 
Chief of note or distinction had joined in ‘the insurrec- 
tion. Captain Abbott’s notion of a general conspiracy 
thrdughout the Punjaub, in which all the members of the 
Durbar and Maharajah Golab Singh of Cashmere were 

* Now Goneral Sir George St. Patrick Lawreuce, tlder br<^tlier of tbe 
kto Lord Lawreuce. 
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implicated, as weU as his charge against Chuttur Singh 
of having been accessory before the fact to tiJie Mooltan 
outbr^t, are conclusively disproved by the dates and 
incidents of each successive convulsion. “As yet”, writes 
the Eesident* * * § on the 8th September, “ no Chief has, 
openly.joined Sirdar Chuttur Singh.’^ “Neither the army 
beyond Hazam, nor thg Chiefs generally, appear to have 
l)een prepared for this move of Sirdar Chuttur Singh.” 

“If Eajah Shece Singh’ should not join his father, sup- 
posing the rebellion tofgain head, it will be very sur- 
prising; and it is ’equally surprising that the Sirdar 
should have taken his decided line, without having 
secured the concurrence of his son»>”* 

Two facts, in particular, show that Chuttur Singh had 
not secured the concurrence of his son, and that neither 
• of them had any complicity with Dewan Moolraj of Mool- 
tan, — ^first, the good conduct of Eajah Shere Singh until 
, ‘the middle of September, and, secondly, the surprise and’ ‘ 
mistrust of the Dewan Moolraj at Shere Singh’s tardy 
defection. 

Major Edwardes believes that Eajah Shere Singh 
undertook his share.in the task of suppressing the rebel- 
lion of Dewan Moolraj with* the best intentions.t So 
determined, did Eajah Shere Singh appear, up to the end 
of August 1848, to check the disloyalty of his men, that 
he was reviled as a Mussulman, — ^the greatest reproacli 
that can "be cast upon a Sikh,!; — ^and a conspiracy was 
detected to put him to death by poison. When this 
crime was fuDy brought home to the ringleader, ShCojan 
Singh, “a Sikh jagheerdar horseman of some consideration 
and still greater notoriety”, the Eajah “carried' the ex- 
treme sentence of the law into effect, and caused the 
traitor to be blown from one of his own guns”, in his own 
camp. “ The act,” Major Edwardes adds, “was extremely 
rmpopular in the Eajah’s ioTce, and I* rather think that 
he nimself ex^rected resistance. ”§ 

Eeviewing all these transactions two years later, Major 

* Funjauh Papers^ 1849, p. 333. 

t Ibid., p. 244 ; A Tear on the Punjauh Frontier, vol. ii, pp. 420, 

425. * X Fapere, Pwnfavb, 1849, pp» 330, 344; 

§ Ihid^, pp. 329, 330. 
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Edwardes says : — “ The question with which I am con- 
cerned in this event is, ‘ When did Shere Singh resolve 
to join his father V I have no hesitation whatever in 
stating that it is now as certain as anything in this 
•yorld can he, that it was on the 12th or 13th of Sep- 
tember, — certainly “within forty-eight hours vf the fetal 
step being taken.”* , • 

Moolraj was quite unprepared for ‘the desertion pf 
'llajah Shere Singh. He had*|don6 hjp best to corrupt 
the Sikh soldiers in Shere Singh’s camp,* but the ,Ilaj^ 
himself had rejected all his overtures. The consequence 
was that “ Moolraj could not believe that Shere Singh 
had come over in good faith ”, — “ withdrew all his' own 
soldiers within the walls of Mooltan”, and made the 
Ilajah’s army “take their places in the British front”, 
under the walls of the Fort.t In a few days Shere 
Singh was disgusted with Moolraj’s suspicions) Mid went 
off to join his father. 

The Resident writes to Government on the 23pd of 
September : — “ Rajah Shere Singh’s conduct has been 
very extraordinary, and is almost inexplicable. It was 
indeed inexplicable, except upon the very obvious pre- 
sumption that he had decided te make an effort, at all 
.hazards, for the assistance of his injured father, and for 
the existence of the Sikh sovereignty, which he began to 
’ see was doomed. StiU, but for his father’s wrongs, he 
would rather have trusted to the good faith and gene- 
rosity of what he knew to be the stronger side. On or 
abeut the 10th of September, Shere Sin^ received letters 
from his father,§ in which the old Chief, without doubt, 
inf<3hi/bd Jiijji of the heavy penalties to which he had 
been sentenced ; and on the 14th, in a “fit of desperation 
and confiision”,!! the sOn 'consented to espouse the cause 
of his fether, and to make, it the cause of the nation. 
And in the private and secret letter to his brother, Golab 
Singh, St Lahore, Rajah Shere Singh expressly declares 
that he has taken this step in consequence of Captain 
Abbott’s conduct to his father. “ The Singh Sahib” (Sirdar 

* A Year on the Punjauh Frontier^ vol. ii, p. 503. 

• t 76uf.^p. 515. t Papers^ Pungauh^ 1849, p. 360. 

§ Ibid., p. 343. Ii Ibid., 358. • ‘ 
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Chuttur Singh) “ has several times written to me, stating 
that he constantly obeyed Captain Abbott’s directions, 
but th§».t officer, acting according to the suggestions of 
the people of Hazara”, (the Manomedans) “has treated 
him most unjustly, and caused him much grief an^ 
trouble ; a^d that he has also exerted himself to destroy 
and disperse the JChalsa troops.” He adds, “ I resolved, 
therefore, yester^y, to join the Singh Sahib, and devote 
myself to the cause cff o«:r* religion”.* All idea, therefore, 
of a deep conspiracy on y.ie part of either Rajah Shere 
Singh j)r Sirdar Chuttur Singh, is completely negatived. 
Chuttur Singh was goaded into hostilities by Captain 
Abbojbt’s aggression, and his son \vis driven to join him 
in wihat they both felt to be a desperate rebellion, by the 
refusal of redress, and the multiplied rumours and symp- 
toms of the Raj having been doomed to destruction. 

But everything tends to prove that the original out- 
break at Mooltan was equally unpremeditated. The 
‘Dewan Moolraj was rich, in infirm health and without 
children, timid, unpopular with the army and people ; 
and the Resident reports that immediately before the 
catastrophe he had “ only five or six field guns”,t and 
“had discharged almost, all his regular troops, preparatoiy ' 
to resigning his govemment”.| The attack on the two 
British officers sent to relieve him of his post, was caused 
by a sudden impulse of discontent and fanaticism, in the' 
results of which, after a vain attempt to quell it, Moolraj 
felt himself irretrievably compromised. With hope of 
scant mercy from the British Govempient, and certain of 
death from the mutinous soldiery, if he trusted to that 
mercy, he yielded to circumstances, and accepted 'the lot 
that fate flung before him.§ 

Before the murderous outbreak at Mooltan, the Dewan, 
as we have just remarked, l\ad discharged almost all his 
regular troops. That had been the omer of the day for 
« 

• Tapers, Tunjatth, p. 359 ; A Year on the Tunjavh Frontier, vol. ii, 
p. 505. 

t Pampers, Punjauh, 1849, p. 133. Lord Dalhousie’s final opinion is 
that the first outbreak was unpremeditated, and, in a manner, acciden- 
tal”. — Tapers, Punjavb, 1849, p. 585. J Ihid^ p. 371. • 

§ Ihid^, p 151 ; A Year on the Punjavb Frontier, vol. ii, p. 165. 
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more than a year all over the Punjaub. Between 10,000 
and 20,000 > soldiers had been disbanded before .April 
1847 ;• and towards the close of that month the Eesident 
speaks of gradually reducing the Infantry “ from 20,000 
to^l5,000 men, and the Sowars” (Cavalry) V frq.Tii 12,000 
to 1 0,000”. t The reports from every proVindfe describe 
the same process of reduction. Agnaw, V^ho was sent 
in company with a Sikh Governor to tSke over charge, 
from Dewan Moolraj, is instru(|ffed *to .give his “ early 
attention” to “ reducing all unn^sessary Irregulars”; the 
best men from the Regular Regiments serving at Mooltan 
are to be picked out and sent to Lahore ; “ the remaining 
men may be paid up and discharged”. J Thus the military 
class at Mooltan, — not, be it observed, conscripts, but 
soldiers by hereditary profession, — not only knew what 
was ill store for them under the new administration, but . 
actually had a foretaste of it before the British officers 
•arrived. Moolraj, not well pleased with his forced retire- * 
ment, must have felt a malicious satisfaction, when dis- 
. missing his troops, in explaining to them the cause of 
that unpopular measure. We cannot, therefore, be sur- 
prised to learn that the man who led, the attack on the 
British officers as they passed over the diawbridge of 
Mooltan, was a soldier, “ brooding, perchance”, as Major 
Edwardes wrote, “over his own long services and probable 
dismissal”, §. nor that the subsequent acts, by which 
Moolraj was effectually involved in rebellion,, and “the 
crowning crime of assassination”, were perpetrated by the 
Sikh«troops.|| . , 

For some years before the Sutlej campaign, all the 
pojvef of the Punjaub State had been wielded by the 
Sikh soldieiy, through thefr Punchayuts, or elected com- 
mittees. They had raided and deposed a succession of 
Princes and ministers ; in every political conjuncture 
their fiivour had to Jse propitiated by largesses and aug- 
mented pS^. The Silm army claimed thtf privilege of 
representing, as a corporate body, the Ehalsa, — ^the elect 
and holy race of true helievers. Lord Hardinge, writing 
to the Court of Directors on the 30th September 1845, • 

Papers, ^utyavb, 1849, p. 2. t Ibid., p. 6. • J Ibid., p. J26. 

§ A Year on the Punjaub Frontier, Tol. ii, p. 51. || Ibit!., p. 161. 
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says that “ the most influential and leading Chie&” feel 
“their personal interests” to be “endangered by the de- 
mocratic revolution so successfully accompj^hed by the 
Sikh army”.* Even the Maharanee saw her own brother, 
Jowahir' Singh, shot down before her own eyes, by ^e 
sentence flf mis armed Inquisition. * 

In the Dtka of Argyll’s own words : — “It was the 
c Khalsa army, nbt the Inhere Government, which began 
the Sikh war., The'i^eat force which Rrmjeet had 
brought togcfther, and/ had disciplined with admirable 
efficiency for the purposes of war, was an army whose 
fierce fanaticism, inflamed by concentration and by the 
seiise of power, had become incapable of control. ”t 

The victories of Lord Gough, and the occupation of 
Lahore, put an end to the Praetorian Parliament. The 
Punchayuts were no longer recognised or allowed to as- 
semble. .Discipline was restored •and enforced. Military 
license was restrained. The political influence of the* 
army was annihilated. 

The Sirdars, who for years had trembled under the. 
thraldom of the Sikh Punchayuts, rejoiced at their sub- 
jugation. But the unruly fanatics who had organised and 
guided those short-^ived democratic institutions, were, of 
course, furious at their downfall, and, though somewhat 
dejected and discouraged by the recent crushing disaster, 
only waited for an opportunity to claim their representa- 
tive functions, and to regain their former ascendency. 

In every scene throughout the insurrectionary crisis 
the saipe incidents repeat themselvps. The Sikh soldiers 
try to force on a rebellion, opposed and resisted by, the 
nobles and landholders, and even by their rSgifneQtal 
officers. It was so, even by Captain Abbott’s account, 
with the Sikh Brigade which he kuspeeted and surrounded 
in Hazara. “The officers,” he writes, “received his” 
(Chuttur Singh’s) “orders •with distrust, demurred, de- 
layed, but w^re fmally home along by the l!ten.”J Ac- 
cording to him. Sirdar Chuttur Singh “ordered them” 
(the troops) “ to destroy an innocent and loyal man, and 

^ Papers rejecting the late Hostilities, etc., 1846, p. 6. 
t Ifidia under Dalhousie and Canning, p. 56. ^ 

^ Pnpers, Punjatib, 1849, p. 303. 
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to mutiny against my authority, and thai of their 
officers."* 1 

Captain Nicholson writes to the Resident : — “df the 
Sikh troops in Hazara were under the control of their 
officers, there would be no difficulty ; but, as uigtial in the 
Sikh army, few or none of the officers have’any influence 
.with the men.”+ , • * 

Major George Lawrence writes from* Peshawur : — “I 
really believe that most of the*f5fficers Are very desirous 
to keep their troops to their all^^ance.” • 

The Resident, shortly after the bad news from •Mool- 
tan writes : — “The Sikh Sirdars whom I have sent may 
be implicitly relied upon, and the influence which <£hey 
have with the soldiery they will make the best use of. 
But the soldiery themselves are not equally trustworthy; 
they are dispirited ; not satisfied with their Sirdars ; and. 
have, as may be supposed, no very kindly feeling for 
*us.”§ On the 22nd of June, he wrote again ; — “ The, 
Sircars are true, I believe ; the soldiers are all false, I 
know.”|l 

On the 13th of July, Major Edwardes reported thus to 
the Resident : — “With respect to tJifi Sir^rs, I believe 
them to be heart and soul ^n our*side, which is the side 
of jaghires, titles, employments, and whole throats. But 
their force, with equal confidence, I report to be against 
us to a maH.”1F 

The Resident writes to Government on tha 17 th June 
1848:—- 

“ (?n the night of the 8th instant, the Churunjeet Kegiment of 
Cavalry- broke into open mutiny : the Sirdars succeeded, with some 
di^cvllty? in .proyenting the Artillery and the Infantry B^meut 
from joining them.”** 

Many of the Shdars'were by degrees drawn into the 
tide, particularly after the Maharanee's exile, and the 
defection^ Chutkur Singh tind his sons, but they went 
reluctantly and doubtfully, and in some dkses were evi- 
dently dragged into it by the troops. The Sirdars, in 
facf, nad something to lose. The Sikh soldiers had. lost 


* Papers, Putyauh, 1849, p. 31 1. 

•J Ihid,, I). 340. § Ibid., p. 137. 

t Ibid., p. 254. 
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nearly everything; and they saw that if a reformed 
systein were firmly established in the Punjt|fib, their oc- 
cupation was gone. As the British administration was 
more completely introduced, they found their organisa- 
tion broken up, their special privileges abolished, their 
pay lowere'd,* and their numbers reduced. Of course they 
were ripe for ‘revolt. , 

. The ^l^sident* Sir Frederick Currie, writes as follows 
on the 27th of ^ptemb|r 1848 : — “ The Sikh soldiers of 
the old r^gimrf can nev^ again be trusted ; and I must 
say that, to my kitowledge, Itcijah Tej Singh said, two 
years ago, and has always adhered to the opinion, that it 
■ivas'iess dangerous, and would gn'mve less emharrassing, to 
disband them all, and )'aise. a new army, than to continue 
a man of them in serrice.”^ 

. We did not take Itajali Tej Singh’s advice; Imt, on the 
contrary, ns the liesident said, kept up the old Sikh 
, ‘troops, as “the disciplined army of the country, and left'* 
in their hands all the artillery and munitions of war.”;|: 

Chronic mutiny had existed in the Sikh army for six ■ 
years, sustained by religious fanaticism, and swelled by 
continued success tq the dimensions of a democratic re- 
volution. We knew it ; we Were warned of it. Nothing 
occurred in 1848 that was not conteniplated and expressly 
provided for, when the British Government undertook, in 
December 1846 , the office of Guardian during the minority 
of Maharajah Duleep Singh. The sevenil extensions of 
the British protective occupation were conceded by Lord 
Hardinge, at the urgent request of the Durbar, ^vith 
special reference to “ the reorganisation of the army”.§ 
That was recognised on all sides, throughout the^iegotia- 
tions, as the great requirement and the great peril. Lord 
Hardinge, writing to the Besidedt on the 7th of Decem- 
ber 1846, declares that he “cannot permit the renewal of a 
state of anarchy and militas’y despotism, similar to that 
which existedlast year”.|i Within ten days of ttm despatch 

• Papers respecting tlie late Hostilities^ etc,, 1846, pp. 95, 96. 

t Papers, Punjavb, 1849, p. 377. J Ibid,, p. 217. 

§ Further Papers respecting the Uvte ^Hostilities, etc,, 1846, pp. 95, 
103. Papers, ArtHbles of Agreement, etc,, 1847, p. 5. • 

II Papers, Articles of Agreement, 1847, p. 42. 
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being written, the Articles of Agreement were signed at 
Lahore, on ^he 16th December 1846, embodying thj0 only 
terms on which the Governor-General would consent to 
the continuance of a British force at Lahore, and by 
which “unlimited authority in all matters, during the 
Maharajah’s minority”, were conferred upoh ftie British 
Besident.* , • 

“ The immediate effect,” s^s Lord Hardinge, “ of 
depriving a numerous body orifnilitary adventurera of 
employment (there being still iifcany to bd disbanded to 
reduce the numbers to the limits* of the Treaty of 
Lahore), may be troublesome, and a source of some un- 
easiness. No policy cam at once get rid of an evil which 
has been the growth of years.”'*' * 

“ I see around me”, writes the Resident, Sir Henry 
LaAvi’ence, in April 1847, “and hear of, so many men,, 
who, having been Genetals and Colonels in the Sikh army, 
‘are now struggling for existence ; and, at the same time,', 
know that so little justice has been done even in recent 
reductions, that my great wonder has been the good con- 
duct of the Sikh army during the last twelvemonth.” 

" I am well aAvare that neither independent feelings, 
nor lawless habits, are easily eradicated : and I am quite 
satisfied that there is nothing too foolish, nothing too 
desperate, for Asiatic zealots or desperadoes to attempt. 
i endeavour therefore to be on the alert. 

In June 1847, he writes as follows : — “ It.is Avise to 
keep before our eyes the fact that the animus of unrest 
and ^nsuirection shimhers, but is not yet dead^ in the 
Punj^ub. It would be a miracle if it AA’^ere otherwise; for 
assuredly the habits acquired during six years of anarchy 
are not to be laid aside in a month or a year.§ 

It is clear, theif, that neither Lord Hardinge, nor Sir 
Henry Lawrence, the Resident whom he appointed, ex- 
pected to be immediately frCb from all danger of military 
mutiny rebellion. The following extfact is taken 
from the Histoiy of India, by Mr. J. C. Marshman. 


* Papers, Articles of Agreement, 1847, p. 24. 
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** The precautionary measures adopted by Lord Hardinge mani- 
fested equal foresight and vigour. He did not pxpect that a 
country teeming with disbanded soldiers, the bravest and most 
haughty in India, who had been nurtured in victory and conquest, 
and pampered with seven years of military licence, would be as 
free ^m distuibance as a district in Bengal. To provide for ^he 
prompt suppression of any insurrectionary movements which 
might arise, hh oiganise^ three moveable Brigades, complete in 
garriage and equipment, each of which consisted of one European 
corje, thiree EegimenW oftJTative Infantry and one of Cavalry, 
with twelve guns,*chiefly of European Horse Artillery. These 
were held in readiness at Lahore, Jullunder and Ferozepore, to 
take the field at the shortest notice.”* 

Ypt on the very first occasiqp of the peace of the 
couiitry being disturbed, the Resident, Sir Frederick 
Currie, writes to Lord Dalhousie : — ‘‘ Dewran Moolraj is an 
^officer of the Sikh Government ; he is in rebellion, if in 
rebeUion qt all, to the Sikh Durbar, and the orders of 
•that Government. The coercion must come from the- 
* Sikh Government, unaided hy Brntish troops ^ if possible. 
If it should he necessary to move a Bntish soldier, the 
affair unll he a serious one for the Durhar'^^ 

" I could not consent, under any circumstances, to send a British 
force on such an expedition, vjhat(fcer may be the result and cause- 
qrnnee of the state of thimjs which will follow, to the continuance of 
the Sikh Govei'nment.% 

f 

And this, although the British troops were there, 
under treaty, and were subsidised, for that very service 
of maintaining the Sikh Government, and preserving 
“ the peace of the country. ”§ » * 

“ The principal Sirdars started this morning, under tl)p impres- 
sion that the British column would follow. I hSve ^nt for thtm 
back, to explain to them that they must, by their, own resources, 
put down the rebellion of their own Gfovemftr, aided by their own 
troops and their officers, and .bring the perpetrators to punish- 
ment.” || « , 

So soon wafi the menacing note of annexati^ sounded 
in the ears of the Sikh Sirdars. And this language, 

* f 

* Marshman’s History of India, 1867, vol, iii, p. 305, 

t Papers, Punjavh, 1849, p. 133. , J Ibid,, p. 139. 
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natural and excusable in -the first excitement, indigna- 
tion, and pei^lexity of a sudden and alarming crisis,^ per- 
vades, with some intermittence and inconsistency, all the 
Eesident’s correspondence, and is at last deliberately 
adapted by the Grovemor-General in pronouncing his 
finm judgment. • • \ 

On the 27th April, the Besid^t continlies his nar- 
rative. 

• ’ * 

" The Chiefs returned yesterday morning, and having heard what 
1 had to say regarding the necessity cof their paBing down the 
rebellion, and bringing the offenders to justice, by their own means, 
as the ordy hope of saving their Government, they retired to consult 
and concert measures. • / 

“ After much discussion they declared themselves imable, with- 
out British aid, to coerce Dewan Moolraj in Mooltan, and bring 
the perpetrators of the outrage to justice. They admitted that 
their troops were not to be depended on to act against Moolraj, 
especially the regular army of the Stale, and they reoommended 
iSiat these corps should be kept in their former positions, to main- 
tain the peace, and prevent, as far as possible, the spread of die 
rebellion. This service they thought the Sikh troops might be 
depended on to perform, under the arrangements they proposed 
for the Chiefs, with their personal followers, going out themselves 
into the Provinces, — more especially if speedy measures were 
taken by the British Governmenff for the sicoupation of Mooltan.”* 

There can be no question that this advice was the best 
pc^ssible for the time. If it had been taken, the rebellion 
would have been speedily crushed. It was i^ot taken. 
This discussion took place on April 26th, 1848. But it 
w^ tiot until AugusJ 18th, after an interval of four 
months, that the British troops, under General Whish, 
arriveiS before !^ooltan.t The siege was raised on Sep- 
tember 14th, in consequence of the defection of Eaj^ 
Shere Singh.| It was not until December 26th, 1848, 
that the Force under General Whish, having been 
strengthened by a division from Bombay, resumed its old 
position bsftyre Mooltan, after three months and a half 
more of inaction, during which period the Commander-in- 
Ohief had made no military movement to arrest Chuttur 
Singh’s operations, or to support the British officers in 

* Pqpers, Pmjanh, 1849, p, T40. 
t IMd., p. 29\. 
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the more distant posts. Mooltan was taken in a week 
after.the renewal of the siege ; the Dewan|Moolraj sur- 
rended himself unconditionally on January 22nd, 1849. 
But, in the meanwhUe, the mischief was done ; these 
long del^s, these retrogressive and suspensive manqpu- 
vres, had* given double force to all other provocations 
and temptations. Tl^ Punjauh was in a blaze. Kajah 
rShere ,Singh -v^^as now at the head of 30,000 men, 
with 60 guns. « The tlfawn battle of ChUlian walla was 
fought on Jailuary 13tl^ 1849. On February 21st, Lord 
Gough, reinforced by the whole of General Wliish’s army, 
gained the crowning victory of Goojerat ; and on March 
l^tii, Suxiar Chuttur Singh, Ikijali Shere Singh, and 
other Chiefs gave up their swords ; and the remains of 
the Sikh army, to the number of 16,000 men, laid down 
their arms. So ended the second Punjaub war, — eleven 
months having elapsed since *the first outbreak at 
Mooltan. Not a British soldier was moved for the first* 
three months. After the first failure to take Mooltan, 
there was a total cessation of active efforts in the field for. 
three months more, from the middle of September to the 
middle of December 1848. 

Every one had foreseen the inevitable effect of these 
dilatory measures. Throughout the Blue Book are scat- 
tered innumerable expressions of opinion by the Resident 
and his Assistants, that any long delay in punishing the 
mutinous rf>utrage at Mooltan, would act as an irresistible 
encouragement to military ambition, and an incitement 
to Sikh fanaticism. Major Edwardes says: — “It was my 
own belief at the time, that had the Mooltan rebellion 
been put down at once, the Sikh insurrection .wohldhiever 
have grown out of it ; it was a belief shared, moreover, 
(as well as I remember,) by eve:^ pohtical officer in the 
Punjaub, and I for one still think so now.”* 

On June 22nd, 1848, Major Edwaudes, having with the 
troops of th^ Nawab of Bnawulpoor, a- forceT' of 18,000 
men and 30 guns under his command, all well-disposed, 
and in high spirits at their two recent victories, proposed 
to the Resident to commence the seige of Mooltan forth- 
with, asking oply for a few heavy guns, and an Engineer 
* * A Year on the Punjaub Frontier^ vol. ii, p. 145. 
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ofl&cer with a detachment of Sappers.* And two years 
later he writes : — 

“ In June and up to the end of July, I am quite sifre that 
Lieutenant Lakeys force and my own could have taken the city of 
Mooltan with the utmost facility ; for it was sujrounded by no- 
thing stronger than a v^erable brick wall, and the reiTel army was 
dispirited by its losses at Kineyree and Suddoosam^ (5n this point 
neither Lieutenant Lake nor myself, ner GentJral Cortlandt (who 
was an older, and therefore a steadier soldier *than either of us) 
had ever any doubt. ”-f“ » 

• 

Major Robert Napier of the Engineers, J writing from 
Mooltan on September 14th, just as ‘General Wh^ was 
compelled to raise the siege, explains the effect of the long 
delay on the personae* of the rebel army. “ Moolfaj’s 
forces are now very different from what they were when 
Edwardes met them. Except a few, the Irregulars have 
been exchanged for the old Sikh soldiers. ”§ 

But the veteran Chief of the Indian army ‘could not. 

* "consent to an insufficient force, such as one Brigade of' 
any strength, being sent”, and preferred to wait “until 

• the proper season for military operations” (the cold season) 
“ should arrive.” II 

If these dilatory measures were adopted in perfect good 
faith, — and I have no doubi that they were by the mili- 
tary authorities, — I should not hesitate to condemn them 
as unstatesmanlike and blundering. 

If they -^ere not adopted in perfect good faith, — "if”, 
as has often been hinted, " the delay in crashing the 
rebellion sprang in parf from a secret hope of its spreading 
far enough to furnish’ Government with a fair exCuse for 
a.nnftying the whole dominions of Runjeet Singh”,! — such 
a policy c^n Only be characterised as unprincipled and 
unjustifiable. ^ , 

But whether the dilatory plan was unstatesmanlike or 
unprincipled, — whether it waS a blunder or a trick, — nay, 
even if ii.? 58 us the 'wisest possible, and in ^very respect 

• Papert, Punjaub, 1849, p. 223. 

t ^ Tear on ike Punjavb Frontier, vol. ii, p. 403. 

Now Lord Napier of Magdala, G.C.B., eta 
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justifiable, — ^my position is unaffected. It was emphati- 
cally <mr work. It was a plan deliberately cdoptM by 
the Rodent and the Governor-General, contrary to the 
advice of the Council of Regency. It was the plan of 
Lord Dalhousip, administering, “ with unlimited powers”, 
imder treaj^,«the government of tbs Punjaub. It was 
the plan of the Guardian, managing the affiiirs of his 
Ward. . ' 

Lord Dalhousie’s procf^ure in settling the fiiture rela- 
tions of the Punjaub with British India after the cam- 
paign pf 1849, just apaoufits to this : — a Guardian, having 
undertaken, for a valuable consideration, a troublesome 
and <^angerous trust, declares, on the first occurrence of 
tho^ troubles and dangers, of which he had full knowledge 
and fore- warning, that, as a compensation for his exertions 
and a protection for the future, he shall appropriate his 
'Ward’s estete and personal property to his own purposes. 
And this, although the Guardian holds ample security in . 
'his own hands for the repayment of any outlay, and the 
satisfaction of any damages he might have incurred, in 
executing the conditions of the trust. 

We have quoted the Resident’s refusal to send a Bri- 
tish force to MoolfSinj “ whq,tever may be the conse- 
quences of the state of things which will follow to the 
continuance of the Sikh Government.” In the same 
dispatch he writes to Lord Dalhousie as follows : — 

“ Your Lo^hip will, I fear, have to consider how far it is in- 
cumhent upon us, how far it is possible for us, to maintain an 
engagement with a Government, which, in the persons of its 
Chiefs, its soldiers, and its people, repays' om endeavours for its 
maintenance by perfidy and outrage, and is powerless to, afford us 
redress. * ‘ * 

“ Doubtless we have reduced it to its state of weakness, but we 
are not responsible for its treachery and violation of trust.”* 

At this time no “ Chiefe”, except the Dewan Moolraj 
of Mooltan, had committed *any ofienbe ; soldiers”, 
except those at Mooltan, had token part in any perfidy 
or outrage ; and the “ people” had not moved m the 
matter at all. 

Dewan Moolraj was not a Sikh : he and his father had 
. * Pajwa, 1819, p. 140. ‘ 
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governed Mooltan for thirty years, with almost inde- 
pendent s\tay; they had fortified the city with the 
scarcely dis^ised object of holding their own agai^ the 
Sikh Government, whose power they had repeatedly 
defied, — once during the British occupatjpn of Lahore, 
before the transfer •of authority to the Jles\Sent.* If 
Moohraj, therefore, rebelled again, it wqs nothing to be 
surprised at, — ^nothing but what ought to have been^ 
and must have been, contemjJilated and prepared 'for, 
when we assumed the adnainistration *o£ wie Punjaub. 
Yet the Resident speaks of this*occivrrence as something 
prodi^ous and unheard of; and denounces the Sikh 
Government, — over wljich he was presiding, witl\« un- 
limited powers, — as guilty of “ perfidy and outrage, in * 
the persons” of the refractory vassal and turbulent sol- 
diery, whom the Durbar, by imploring British assist-, 
ance, had confessed themselves unable to coercg. 

This inability, also, is made a charge against the Dur-. 
bar by the Resident, and a pretext for no longer main- * 
tainiag our engagement with it ; although its irrability 
to control the Chiefs and the army, was wie main cause 
of that engagement being made. It is “ powerless”, he 
complains, “ to afford us redress.”, fie adds : — “ Doubt- 
less we have reduced it to its state of weakness.” The 
Government of the Punjaub was not powerless ; but all 
its power •v^as concentrated in the hands of the British 
Resident. Its power mairJy consisted in the British 
troops, subsidised from the revenues of the country, 
which the Resident hesitated to employ. Without the 
aid of the British troops, to which it was entitled by 
treaty, it yas^ of course, in “ a state of weakness”, and 
to* that state of weakness, as the Resident admits, we 
had depressed it.« The visible British occupation and 
notorious transfer of power to the Resident, tended to 
destroy the persor^ influence of the Sirdars, while the 
substitutioi? of a British force for the disbanded Sikh 
troops, placed the means of executive supremacy beyond 
their reach. Both the physical and moral force aj the 
disposal of the Durbar, apart fix)m the Resident’s sup- 
port, was greatly diminished. 

• • Papers, Punjaub, 1849, pp. 5, llV. 
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The scheme for the reduction and reorganisation of the 
army seems to have be^ most judicious, — ^^ough, per- 
haps, the more sweeping measure proposed by Eajah Tej 
Singh, would have been safer and more effectual, — and it 
appears to have been carried out with great considera- 
tion, and Vitfi many countervaUingi advantages for the' 
humbler and dess ambitious soldiers, especially for those 
who were not Sikhs . ' But it was a most critical and 
delicate 'operation, and i^was emphatically our work. 

By the unlimited authority entrusted to the Resident, 
the numerical strengtlf of the Sikh army had been 
lowered, untd every town and village was filled with the 
disoontented brethren of those w]jio were still retained in 
the^ ranks, whose disaffection was at the same time en- 
hanced by a stricter discipline, curtailed privileges, and 
the downfall of their political and religious prepon- 
’derance. 

. It could not be expected, — we have seen that it was,, 
‘ not expected by Lord Hardinge and Sir Henry Law- 
rence, — ^that this transition stage would be passed 
through in perfect tranquillity. Yet the Resident de- 
claims against “ the perfidy and outrage”, — “ treachery 
and violation of tiofet”, — “sppliation and crime”,* — com- 
mitted at Mooltan, as '"unprecedented and unimaginable, 
and iinputes it all to the Sikh Government, “ in the 
persons” of the mutinous soldiery, who, during six years 
had domineered over all authority, who had murdered 
three Prime Ministers and several Princes, and whose 
subjection was the special task we had engaged to 
perform'. 

We knew what we were about when we assumed the 
Guardianship of a Prince whose dominion's had suffered 
firom six years of anarchy. We undertook the obliga- 
tions of suppressing military mutiny and civil war, — 

“ of preserving the peace of the country”, with British 
troops subsidised for the purpose. Furthermere, we ob- 
tained by the Treaty unlimitw military powers tlunugh- 
out the Punjaub, — ^the right of holding all the stjpong 
plac^ and positions, the right of disbanding and enlist- 
ing troops. It may have been hoped, but it can never 
, PaperSy Punjaub^ 1849, p. 141. 
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have been^ expected, that everything would on 
smoothly, that our troops would never be .actively em- 
ployed, — ^that none of .those scenes of violence and blood- 
sh.ra, which had compelled the Durbar ^ entreat our 
aid, would recur dumng the British occupation/ For the 
term of our Guardianship, — ^the minority of Duleep 
Singh — ^we demanded full powers, we accepted full re; 
sponsibUity. %, • * • 

Lord Dalhousie admits his full responsibility, as the 
Guardian of British interests, fof thq, inordinate mjlitary 
delays which swelled the Mooltan rebellion into a war, 
but does not seem to fe^l any responsibility at all, aigithe 
trustee and administrator of the Punjaub State, and/the 
Guardian of its infant Maharajah. “ On the one hand”, 
he writes, “ it was impossible to doubt that, if there 
existed in the minds of the people of the Punjaub any 
, inclination to rise against the British power, a delay in. 
visiting tlie outrage committed at Mooltan, and the ap- 
parent impunity of the offender, would give strong en- 
couragement to an outbreak which mi^t spread over 
the "v^ole Punjaub. On the other hand, it was equally 
clear that there would be .seriou^ danger to the health 
and to the very existence of European troops”, if they 
were to carry on “military operations in the hot and rainy 
months.”* 

It might have occurred to the Governor-General and 
the Commander-in-Chief that the loss of life among the 
European and Native troops of our army, and the gene- 
ral destniction of life and property in the Punjaub, 
would be much greater in the event of a general re- 
bellion, than could possibly be caused by the march of 
one Brigade of British troops in the hot and rainy 
months. And as it might have been anticipated, so it 
proved. “Strang to say”, ;imtes Mr. J. C. Marshman, 
“it wasdb'^id that General Whish’s troops were more 
healthy during their progress to Mooltan than they had 
been in cantonments, and it was manifest that thq un- 
suitableness of the season, which was urged as a ground 
of objection to an early and prompt movement, was a 
mbre bugbear. ”t 

• Papers, Punjavh, 1849, p. 656. 

t History of India, vol. iii, p. 319. 
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Th^ were Sir Henry Lawrence’s reflections on the 
military plans of 1848 : — “ We cannot afford* in India to 
shilly-shally and talk of weather and seasons. If we are 
not ready to ,take the field at all seasons, we have no 
business hfre.*”* t 

On the whole, however, Lord Dalhousie concludes that 
it can never now be determined whether the immediate 
conlmen&ement at ChatY time” (the hot season) “ of the 
siege of Mooltan would or would not have averted - the 
war. , But this, at least’ , he adds, “ is certain, that if the 
short delay which took place in punishing the murder of 
twof, British officers at Mooltan”, — a short delay of nine 
months !t — “ could produce an universal rising against us 
throughout all the Pimjaub, the very fact itself betokens 
, the existence of a deep and widespread feeling of hostility 
against u^, which could not long have been repre8sed”.| 
We shall see that the “ rising” was by no means “ uni- 
versal”, and that Lord Dalhousie’s denunciations of the 
Sirdars and the people of the Punjaub were highly ex- 
aggerated. 

Lord Dalhousie continues his argument as follows : — 
“ The worst that can, be alleged, therefore, against the 
delay is, that it precipitated the crisis; and opened, some- 
what earlier, to the Sikhs that opportunity for renewal of 
war, which, sooner or later, so bitter a spirit. of hostility 
must have created for itself.” 

Mtyor i^dwardes agrees with Lord Dalhousie on this 
point; he, also, thinks the struggle was inevitable, sponSr 
or later. He expresses his belief, in passages already 
quoted, that “ had the Mooltan rebellion been pat down, 
the Sikh insurrection would never have gprown out of it”, 
and that, with very moderate aseistance from Lahore, he 
could have taken Mooltan in June. He indicates as 
plainly as is consistent witK modesty, ^nd a decent respect 
for seniors and official superiors, his opinion ‘-that the 
delay was, both in a milita^ and politicfd point of view, 

* j^ye’s Indian, Ofietrt (Allen, 1867), toI. H, pp. 897,. 298. 
t Mr. Vans Agnew and Lieutenant Anderson were murdered <m the 
20th April 1848 ; ^e citadel of Mooltan was surrendered by the Dewan 
MiHdng on January 22nd, 1849. 

J Fajtert, Pitnjavh, 1819, p, 0J7. 
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an error jud^ent. But he says, in his table of Con- 
tents to the volume : — “ The Author shows that.it was 
providential,” In the text he observes : — “ FSr from 
r^arding this as a matter for regret, I see in it only the 

• strongest example that ever came within* my, own expe- , 

lienee, of hmnan judgment overruled by Providence for 
good.”* - • 

The “ good”, according to Major, Edwardes, ,was that 
“ the whole of the Punjaub was*annexed to British India 
in March 1849”; whereas, “if# the most* favourable cir- 
cumstances had succeeded, and on the 4th of September 
1854, the Governor-General, in fulfilment of Treaties 
permitted to remain iit force”, had withdrawn the British 
troops, and handed over the Punjaub to its youthful* 
Sovereign, “ with a revenue improved by peace, an ex- 
chequer replenished by honesty and economy, and an 
army improved by discipline”, no one can believe “ that 
the peace of the frontier would have lasted for a year, ot 
a second Sikh war have been avoided”.t 

I cannot enter into the designs of Providence, but I 
freely acknowledge that Major Edwardes had many pre- 
cedents for his assutyption. Every conquest has been 
hailed as providential by the conqueror. “ Te Deum” is 
sung by the victor for every victory. 

, Nor can a mere guess or surmise of what might have 
happened ’under different circumstances prove that a cer- 
tain decision was wise, or just. If the annexation of the 
•Punjaub was an iniquitous proceeding ; if its iniquity has 
bee*h made manifest, it is no reply to say either that 
it vas providential, or that it must have happened sooner 
or later. * • 

This guess, or surmise, of the inveterate and inextin- 
guishable hostilify of uie Sikhs, is, however, by no means 
warranted by the history of* our previous relations with 
them, ty ^he progress of events during the insurrection, 
or by our experience of other States andT other races in 
India. No doubt there was a turbulent spirit abroad in 
18*48 ; there were elements of political and religious 
fanaticism pervading large classes in the Punjaub, espe- 

• ** A Fear on tke Punjaub Frontier, voL«ii, p. 145. 

t Thid., pp. 145, 146. * • 
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daily the Sikhs seiTong in the anny, or connected with 
the soldiery. We knew all this when we undertook the 
Guardkinship ; our protective occupation was invited ex- 
pressly to meet those perils. No doubt this turbulent 
and &,natiQal roirit became hostile to the British occupa- 
tion, and to the party of Sikh Sirda^ who co-operated 
with the Resident, when the new administration was 
carrying into effect ^he reduction and restraint of the 
army. 6ut there would^ have been the same hostility 
against a purely Native trovernment, if it had attempted 
to enforce, without British assistance, the same unpopular 
measures. 

A^out the time of the bad news from Mooltan, however, 

' everything indicated that the Punjaub was settling down 
into a state of peaceful industry. A general impression 
prevailed of the overwhelming and resistless power of 
the British Government, and of ‘the moderation and 
justice of its policy. On April 6th, 1848, the Resident 
thus reported to the Governor-General : — 

“Perfect tranquillity prevails, at present, throughout all the 
territories under the Lahore Government ; and I have no reason 
to think that the apparent contentment of the people is other 
than real.” , < * 

It is impossible to say exactly what permanent effect 
Avould have been produced on the habits and pursuits of 
the people, if tranquillity could have been preserved 
during the^ five years and a half of the -Maharajah’s 
minority that remained, according to the Treaty — if Lord 
Dalhousie had not decided in favour of annexatidn — 
when the insurrection was finally quelled in March 1849. 
If a judicious system had been brought into play five 6>r 
six years might have accustomed the people to the ad- 
vantages of peace and order, and & strorfg Native Govern- 
ment might have been installed at Lahore. 

Great changes for the better had sertainly l]|pgun to 
tell in the first- fifteen months of British occupation. A 
great advance had been made towards a state of poli- 
tical quietude, the best evidence of which is to be foiind 
in the slowness and reluctance -with which the successive 
st^ in the insqrrection were taken. 

Notwithstanding the dangerous excitement that un- 
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doubtedl^r pujevailed throughout the lower ranks of the 
Sikh soldiery, both those in the service and those recently 
disbanded, there had been no extensive mutiny, or deser- 
tion of numerical importance, until Kajah Shere Singh 
wefit over to the enemy in September, from motives 
which we have already discussed. When Sirdair Chuttur 
Singh and his son, with the troop»*under^their command, 
were openly co-operating with the Dewan Mgoli^ij, •\yho» 
had now defied the British powef for five months with 
impunity, when General Whish was oliliged, as the 
result of Bajah Shere Singh’s defectioh, to raise the'siege 
of Mooltan, and wait for reinforcements,* a great stimulus 
was given to the ambition and fanaticism of the 'nis- 
aftected Siklis throughout the Punjaub. And yet up^ to 
October 4th, the Resident writes, no Sirdar had joined 
Chuttur Singh, t, who had failed utterly to induce any ' 
of the Regular troops, ‘except those who had been with 
‘him in Hazai’a, and against whom Captain Abbott had ' 
taken the initiative, to join his banner. He had marched 
• “ towards the cam^ of his son. Rajah Shere Singh and the 
other insurgents, in despair at the refusals he had re- 
ceived frmn the Sikh ofjiQers at Peshawur”.J It was not 
until October that the troo{)s at Bunnoo and Peshawur 
broke into mutiny, § when Moolraj had held out for six 
iqonths, and Chuttur Singh was, to all appearance, un- 
checked and unopposed. 

Thus the main cause of an “ unpremeditated and acci- 
dental”!! outbreak, according to Lord Dalhousie, growing 
into A formidable insTirrection, was the long delay before 
any attempt was made to punish the Dewan Moolraj, — a 
delay which, by degrees, raised him from a very low grade 
in popular estimation to,the rank of the great heroes of 
Hindoo lore, and dissipated almost all the advantages of 
the brilliant success of Major Edwardes and General 
Cortlandfj, aj the hn&ad of th8 Maharajah’s troops. This 
delay, astonishing and inexplicable to the people at large, 
was explained by the Resident to the most influential 
men* of the country in a sense the most alarming and 

* Punjavb Papers, 1849, p. 355. f Ibid., p. 381. 

t Iiid.,epp. 390, 391. § /6«t,*pp. 375, 397. 
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exasperating possible. They were told that “ they must 
put down the rebellion by their own resources, as the only 
hope''of saving their Government". No wonder a rumour 
soon got abroad among the Sirdars and soldiery, as Major 
Edwardes teHs us that “ the British meditatedf declaring 
the: Punjaub forfeited by the recent troubles and mis- 
conduct of the troops’V The rumour was true. 

« As it to add morp fuel to these inflammatory rumours, 
to stir up against us ef ery feeling of loyalty and chiyalry 
at the most critical moment, the Maharanee, “the mother 
of alhthe Sikhs”, was suddenly deported from the country, 
and imprisoned at Benares, under circumstances which, 
wet may be sure, assumed in Wie telling an aspect of 
vidience and indignity. The eftect upon the Sikli troops 
of this most iU-judged measure, was, as we have seen, 
immediate. The Ranee’s influence was almost annihi- 
lated, when Ave made her a maitv)’. and it revived at 
once. 

The rumour as to the impending annexation, tlie doubts 
as to his daughtei’’s mai-riage with the Maharajah, and 
the facts as to the Ranee’s persecution, may have already 
converted old Chiifttur Singh into a conspirator, but it 
was the Mussulman *insurre*ction of his owui Province, 
instigated and headed by his colleague, (kptain Abbott, 
unchecked and unreproved by the Resident, that copn- 
2>elled him to become a rebel. 

Surely ‘it is sufficiently obvious that among a warlike 
race and sect like the Sikhs, — so lately dominant through- 
out the Punjaub in Church and State, — and aft^r the 
stirring events of the previous six years, these successive 
temptations and provocations could not “but: prove isre- 
sistible, and that they form an ^ple explanation of the 
phenomena and development of the second Punjaub war, 
without resorting to the unwarrantable surmise that “ a 
renewal of war” was inevitable, and that our dilp,toiy pro- 
ceedings mefbly “ precipitated the crisis”. There is no- 
thing to show that, without these delays and errors of 
jud^ent on our part, there would ever have been a crisis 
at all. But for the extraordinary temptations of our 
long inaction .and apparent inability to copp with the 
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rebellion, — ^but for the excitement caused by the well- 
founded rurilours as to our bad intentions towards the 
Kaj, — ^but for the provocations afforded by the Eanee’s 
exile and persecution, and the unjust treatment of Chut- 
tuf Singh, — ^no Sirc^ar or person of importaiice would 
have been led astray by the unpremeditated loutrage of 
Mooltan. For five months the revolt made no progress. 
In the sixth month the defection of. Rajah Shei;e 
and the suspension of operations*at Moelten turned the 
scale against prudent counsels and gave redoubled force 
to fanaticism and ambition'. Measbres for whidi the 
British Resident and the Governor-General were solely 
responsible, made a hero out of the timid Dewan Mowraj, 
a martyr out of the baffled Maharanee, and a formidable ' 
rebel leader out of the infirm and aged Governor, Sirdar 
Chuttur Singh. 

Lord Dalhousie could not, or would not, see; that his 
full responsibility, not only for the military delays, butV 
for every exciting and irritating incident, and for every 
step, good 01’ bad, that was taken before or after the first 
explosion at Mooltan, eftectually barred his ingenious 
method of .separating the Durbar, as “ the Government 
of Lahore”, from the Resident, thb absolute head of that 
Government. During the period prescribed by the 
Treaty for the Mahai'ajah’s minority, no crisis, no second 
struggle, COTild absolve the British Government from the 
obligations of Guardianship and management,* so long as 
it professed to fulfil those duties, and was able to do so 
without inteiTuptiod. 

Even, supposing that every administrative measure 
btfore the*outbreak at Mooltan, and every step taken by 
the Resident after it,, had been the wisest possible, — 
supposing the rebellion had not been in the slightest 
degree provoked or extended by any error, excess, omis- 
sion, <Wk doJay of*the Britfsh Government, — ^Lord Dal- 
housie’s case would not be in the least improved. Sup- 
posing that the surmise by which he attempted to justify 
the annexation, were demonstrably true, and that the 
Sikhs were really animated, from the fiirst day of the 
occupation, with so deep and bitter a hostility, that they 
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only watched their opportunity for revolt; and would 
never^ have been pacified without a second l6sson, then I 
say that they were entitled to that second lesson with- 
out any extra charge. The State of Lahore had paid 
heavily iik.mjjney, and in territory, /or the first lessdn'; 
and we hS^. undertaken, in consideration of an annual 
subsidy, secured, on thb public revenues administered by 
eurgelves, to perform thfr office of Teacher for a term of 
years. If Unexpected difficulties had presented themselves 
in the performance of thit office, we should, even then,have 
had nb right to complain. But it was not so. We un- 
derstood quite well the nature of the evils we had 
eng%ed to encounter and- cure, and they were clearly 
agglavated by our own malpractice. 

In his last instructions to the Resident, before publicly 
•announcing the annexation of the ^Punjaub to the British 
dominions. Lord Dalhousie wrote as follows : — 

' “‘The time has anived at which it is necessary that the deter- 
mination which the Governor-General has formed regarding the 
future administration of the Punjaub, should be communicated to 
the Government at Lahore. 

“ On meeting the ConncU of Megency, you will present to them 
the Note herewith transmitted, in'- which the deteimination of the 
Government of India, regarding our future relations with the 
Punjaub, is fully set forth. 

“ If the Government of Lahore should acquiesce in .that detennl- 
nation, you are authorised to grant the Terms which are contained 
in the enclo^d paper.”’*’ 

Lord Dalhousie’s object in thus thrusting prominently 
forward the throttled Council of Regency, and investing 
it, in its last agony, with the character of,“ tl'.e*Govern- 
ment of Lahore”, is transparently obvious. He wished 
to fasten upon the Regency a sdrt of mational responsi- 
bility, ih which the M^iarajah might be included. But 
the Council of Regency, apant from British control, never 
was “ the Goviemment of Lahore”, and its Maintenance 
up to the date of annexation, proves the ve^ contnuy 
of what Lord Dalhousie wanted. The continued existence 
of this Regency, throughout the rebellion, proves that 
British responsibility and Guardianship were nevqr 

• Paper*, Pu/njavb, 1849, p. 648. 
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shaken off or shifted for a day. If indeed the British 
Resident had been driven from his position at Lahore ; 
if he had loiA the custody of the Maharajah’s persq^ ; if 
he had been forced to abdicate for a time the functions 
of government, and the Ward had thrown off his tute- 
lage, the Guardian mjght have been justified’jn joentering 
the country as a conqueror, and declaring, all previous 
engagements to be at an end. Bilt no sych interruption 
ever took place. The Resident’%authority as chief ruler* 
of the Punjaub was never suspended. ‘IJuriri^ the re- 
bellion, which in Lord Dalhousie’fe opinion warranted him 
in dethroning his Ward, the capital city was nevef dis- 
turbed ; and the Goverrnnent of the Punjaub, exactly as 
we had chosen to organise it, — including the Councu of 
Regency, — was unaltered to the last. Six, if not sevdh,* 
out of the eight Councilloi's remained faithful to their 
engagements, and six of them . signed the Terms, under * 
^compulsion.'*' 

These si.x Sirdars, — Rajah Deena Nath, Rajali Tej • 
Singh, Bhaee Nidhan Singh (the head of the Sikh re- 
ligion), Fakeer Noor-ood-deen, Shumshere Sing Sind- 
hanw^la, and Uttur Sing Kaleewalla, — who were per- 
fectly blameless in their public conduct, — were told that 
“ if they refused to accept the Terms which the Go- 
vernor-General offered, the Maharajah and themselves 
would be entirely at his mercy”, and would not be 
“ entitled to* receive any allowance whatever.” If they 
signed the Terms, and continued “ to give their adidce 
and assistance, whenever they were called upon to do 
so”, their jagheers (landed estates) would not be confis- 
cated, though no promise of hereditary tenure could be 
made. BuC “^f they did not subscribe to the condi- 
tions”, the Resident “ could not promise that any con- 
sideration would be shown them.”j 

In the last crisis of the rebellion, on the 18th of No- 
vember ,•» Proclamation had been issued, sanctioned and 
approved by Lord Dalhousie on the 14th of December 
1848^ which contained the following announcement : — 

^ One of them, Rnnjore Singh Majeetia, being only suspected, 

t Fa/perdj Punjaub^ 1849, pp. 649, 653. 

• t /6wf.,^p. 649, 650. 
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It is not the desire of the British Government that those who 
are innocent of the above offences, who have taken no part, secretly 
or opmly, in the disturbances, and who have remained faithful in 
their obedience to the Government of Maharajah Duleep Singh, — 
be they Sikh or be they of any other class, — should suffer with 
the guilty , 

Were the. six members of the Council of Regency 
guilty ? On tlje contfury, they had done their best for 
the^ British Government during a season of extraordinary 
trial and temgt&tion, aild had fiiithfully co-operated .with 
the Resident in the adirinistration of the Punjaub. Yet 
they Vere told that unless they signed and sealed the 
deposition of their Sovereign, they would be made to 
“ sAifer with the guilty”, that their estates would be con- 
fiscated, that no consideration would be shown them, 
and that even if they took part in the destruction of the 
• State, the hereditary tenure of their landed property 
would bd annulled. 

.Was the young Maharajah Duleep Singh, whose Go- 
vernment was professedly upheld in this wonderful 
Proclamation, guilty ? We must suppose that the extra- 
ordinary political casuistry of the Resident was accepted 
at He^ Quarter^, and that the Governor-General’s 
Ward was considered to be ^Uty “ in the person” of his 
mother, who was a prisoner at Benares, or of those “ evil 
disposed and insurgent Sirdars”, who, according to this 
document, had rebelled against his own Government. 
For he Vas made to suffer with the guilty. He was 
dethroned, despoiled, and banished. 

Furthermore, this same Proclamsition declares to*“ the 
loyal subjects of the Maharajah”, as well ag, to. any 
“ who, merely through ignorance, may •have been 4ed 
away by the false statements of. the evil-disposed”, that 
“ the army” of the Commander-in-Chief, Lord Gough, 
“ has entered the Lahore territories, not as an enemy to 
the constituted Government, but to*' rested cc^er and 
obedience. ”+ * But where , two recent treaties stood in the 
way of annexation, what was a Proclamation more or 
less % 

* Paptr$f Punjaith, p. 449. See Appendix. 

. t P- 449. 
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And though Lord Dalhousie thus publicly proclaimed 
on the 18th ef November 1848, — confirmed in a second 

{ )rocIamation^ated the 5th of February 1849,* — ^thai the 
ai^ army under the Commander-in-Chief was not en- 
tering the Punjaub ‘‘ as an enemy to the constituted 
Gb'femment”, he had already written sedretjjf to the 
Resident, on the 3rd of October, “ The Governor-General 
’ considers the State of Lahore to t>e, to all intents and 
purposes, directly at war with th* British Govemment”.+* 
The State of Lahore at war with the -BritisK Govern- 
ment, while the Sovereign of the Punjaub was at Lahore, 
the Ward and Pupil of the Resident ! The Sta\.e of 
Lahore at war with the^British Government, while the 
administration of the Punjaub was carried on at LaKfire 
by the British Resident, in the name of the infant Sove- 
reign, by virtue of a Treaty with him, and in unaltered 
accordance with the arr^igements of that Treaty ! Where 
was that State of Lahore with which the British "Govern- . 
ment was at war, to be found ? In the camp of Rajah 
Shere Singh, or in the fortress of Mooltan, which had 
been summoned to surrender on the ^th of September, 

“ after the firing of a royal salute in honour of Her 
Majesty the Queen, and her Ally, His Highness Maha- 
mjah Duleep Singh” ? | Was it pereonified by the Dewan 
■ Mdolraj, or Chuttur Singh, or Shere Singh, who were all 
proclaimed as rebels “ against the Government of Maha- 
rajah Duleep* Singh” ? § 

Straightforward and truthful answers to these ques- 
tions will prove that the British Government was not at 
war with the State o:^Lahore. 

Th® State of Lahore in October 1848, and up to the 
day* of its destftiction, was to be found at Lahore, em- 
bodied and represented i» the persons of the Maharajah, 
the Resident, who was at the head of the Government, 
and his colleagues, the Counci| bf Regency, the continuity 
of whose^ftinctions was never interrupted or disturbed by 
rebellion, war, or tumult for a single day. 

* Papath Put^avb, 1849, p. 591. See Appendix, 
t Ibid., p. 375. 

t Ibid,, p. 327 ; A Year on (he Punjaub Frontier, vol. ii, p. 471. 

§ ‘Paper#, Punjaub, 1849, pp. 260, 438, 449, 662. * . 
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Lord Dalhousie avoids altogether the question oi 
Guardianship. He makes exaggerated complaints of 
univ(»rsal treachery and perfidy, and foimds upon them 
his iniquitous claims to treat the Prince, who had never 
ceased to be his Ally and Ward, as a vanquished enemy; 
to repudi^ftethll the Treaties, which^ had never ceased’ io 
he enfordbd,. as null and void ; and to appropriate the 
Punjaub, which he had never ceased to occupy and 
‘administer in trust, asja conquest.* It was impossible 
for the British Government to conquer the territory, 
which it was occupjriEg by virtue of a Treaty of pro- 
tecti’f^e alliance. lar from war having ever been declared 
against the State, of Lahore, the war was carried on, and 
thd' submission of the rebels was demanded, from first 
to last, in the name of our Ally, the Maharajah Duleep 
Singh. 

On the 3rd of October 1848, Lord Dalhousie secretly 
and confidentially “ intimates” to the Resident, that he 
“ considers the State of Lahore to he, to all intents and 
purposes, directly at war with the British Governmm^”. 
On the same day, he expresses his satisfaction, in another' 
letter to the same official, at hearing that the fortress of 
Govindghur, in the city of Umritsur, — ^up to that time 
^misoned by Sikh troops, — ^has been handed over to a 
British force, “ in accordance icith the terms of the TreCUy 
of BhyrowaL'^ 

With a view, it may be presumed, to minimise opposi- 
tion, to retain the influence of the Durbar, and the ser- 
vices of the local troops, and to keep the feudatory 
Princes and the Sikhs of our own provinces quiet, he will 
not openly declare war ; but, with a view to ulterior 
demands, ne “intimates” war against the'' Lahore Govern- 
ment, in a secret letter to his awn agent, who is at the 
head of that Government ! 

In January 1849, three "months after this secret “inti- 
mation” of w/tr against his Ward, he desires the Ameer 
Dost Mahoined to be informed that “ the Pro'vinoe of 
Peshawur is a portion of the territories of Mahfnyah 
Duleep Singh, and by the provisions of treaty, is suliject, 

* Taper*, Ptmjavh, 1849, p. 661. 

^ • t Ibid., p, 374. See Appendix. t 
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during the minority^ of his Highness, to the control and 
direction of^he British Government.”* 

Having controlled and directed the administration of 
the Lahore State, for two years and three months, 
•dirough the troubles of a rebellion, by meqns of his own 
agent and his own nominees, in the name* of.Tiis Ward 
and Ally, the Maharajah, under Sk Treaty which he up- 
holds and enforces to the last, — ^he turns Tound when th^ 
rebellion is over, declares the Trftaty*to l^e nuh^ and Void, 
and * explains that the successful campaign, ostensibly 
carried on for the suppression of^a rebellion againgt the 
Government of Maharajah Duleep Singh, was reaUy a 
war against the Maharajah and the State of Lahor^ by 
which the British Government has “conquered” jthe 
Punjauh.t The Blue Book reveals how this “ war” was 
secretly and confidentially “ intimated” simultaneously . 
with a proclamation of friendship. ^ 

• In his indictment against the State of Lahore, Lord • 
Dalhousie falls into several exaggerated misstatemeirts. 

. He says, “ the whole body of the nation, — army and 

S le alike, — ^have, deliberately and unprovoked, again 
3 war upon us”.J In a subsequent passage of the 
same despatch he betrays his knD\yledge of the facts that 
“ the Sikh people form comparatively a small portion of 
the population of the Punjaub”, and that “ a large pro- 
portion of the inhabitants, especially the Mahomedans”, 
took no part in the hostilities, and had no .sympathy 
with the rebellion. § 

‘ E\«n if the meaning of the phrase, “the whole body of 
the nation”, is restricted to the dominant sect of Sikhs, — 
abqu*t a sfscth o^ the population, — it is inaccurate. There 
is a list of thirty-four Sirdars, or leading Chieftains, in 
the Blue Book, whe, with their relatives and dependents, 
took no part in the rebellion. Twenty-eight of these 
.are Sikhs, only l^o are Mnhomedans, and four are 
Hindbos^ Among the six faithful members ef the Council 
of Regency, was Bhaee Nidhan Singh, “ the head of the 
Sikh«relimon”.|| 

Lord Dalhousie ventures to write as follows : — “ It is 

• Papers, PunjavA, 1849, p. 613. t p. 661. 

\ im., p.*660. § Ibid,, p. 664. || Ihidtp. 36.- 
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a shameM &ct that of the Sirdars of the State, properly 
so cajled, who signed the: Treaties, the grater portion 
have 4jeen involved in these hostilities against us.”* That 
also is an erroneous accusation. A careful analysis of the 
several lists {md documents proves that the majority of 
those whd/signed the Treaties were ^wt involved in hos- 
tilities against us. Ctf the sixteen Sirdars who signed 
the Treaties and Articles of Agreement of 1846, only five 
joined ih ^he rebellidn, ^d one, Runjore Singh Majeetia, 
who was in the Council of Regency, was imprisoned at 
Lahoije, on suspicion of carrying on a treasonable corre- 
spondence. In the list of disaffected Sirdars, Runjore 
Singh Majeetia is put down as “ convicted” ,t but his 
conpuct was not the subject of any judicial investiga- 
tion ; and in another part of the Blue Book his guilt is 
said to have been “proved” by an attempt to escape 
after his.arrest, and by his having destroyed or concealed 
some of his papers. There was nothing like evidence . 
against him. Of the eight Coimcillors, then, six were 
faithful ; one was suspected ; one only, Rajah Shere . 
Singh, took the field against the Government of Lahore. 

To the list of Sirdars who remained faithfiil to their 
duty, who adhered to^ the cause of the Government of 
the Punjaub, as constituted under Treaty by the Go- 
vernor-General, must certainly be added the name of 
Sirdar Khan Singh Man, the Sikh Governor appointed 
to supersede the Dewan Moolraj, and who accompanied 
Mr. Vans Agnew and Lieutenant Anderson to Mooltan. 
So strong seems to have been the very natural prejudice 
against every Sikh who took part in that Ol-fiited ex- 
pedition, that the Resident, in his first report of the 
treacherous destruction of the two young tlnglish officers, 
jumped at a hasty conclusion which was very unjust to 
Khan Singh Man. He wrote to the Governor-General: — 
“ The Sirdar made terms' for himself", and the British . 
officers were left to be cruelly butchered”,-^— aif* account 
by no means borne out by the words of the only state- 
ment before him at that time. All that his informant, 
Peer Ibrahim Khan, the British Agent at Bhawulpore, 
had written on this point, was : — “ Sirdar Elhan Smgh 
* Papers, Pvinfottb, 1849, p. 660. + IbH., p. 4891 



THE PUNJAUB. 


67 


Man; by the permission of Mr. Vans Agnew, begged for 
quarter, upo^ which he was seized, and the two gentle- 
men killed;” > * 

The following description of what had passed was given 
by An eye-witness, Kootub Shah, a Mahome^n soldier : — 

" Sirdar Khan Singh offered to devote his life ; l)uf»Mr. Agnew 
objected, saying it was useless for hiniito sacrifice* himself; that, 
alone, he could do nothing ; and that he had better ask for quarter. 
The Sirdar’s people went outside Sedgah, and (femanded 
quarter. The troops then entered the place, and plundered every- 
thing. On their approaching the Sih’dar, he said that he had 
asked for quarter, and that it would he useless to kill hftn, but 
that they might do what they pleased. He requested them to 
spare the wounded British*officers. They, however, refuse^ to 
listen to him, and seized him. ^ i 

“ During that day the Sirdar was kept in confinement in the 
Amkhas ; the next day he was taken to the- fort, where he was put _ 
in irotis with his son.”* ^ ^ 

* This depositioit was made in June 1848 ; and is fully 
confirmed by the fact, for which Sir Herbert Edwardes 

• vouches, that “ he remained in confinement throughout 

the siege, until the ruins of the exploded magazine at 
once killed and buried him. After the fall of the Fort,” 
(in January 1849) “his body was dug out, and was 
fovnd so heavily ironed, that it must have been impossible 
for him to walk. His little boy had been ajyparently 
steeping beside him oh the bed.” Major Edwardes, like 
the Resident, had heard conflicting accounts* of Khan 
Singh’s behaviour, but, he says, “ under these circum- 
stances, I thought it right to adopt the most charitable 
construction of the Sirdar’s conduct, caused him to be 
busied with allJionour, and sent the gold bangles which 
were on the arms of his son, to the surviving members of 
the family. ”+ * * ^ 

Sir Herbert Edwardes likevdse ascertained that Gool- 
deep Si^jgh, the Sikh Commandant of the Infantiy Regi- 
ment forming part of Mr. Agnew’s escort, * replied al^e 
to bribes and threats, that they might blow nim away 
from* a gfun, but should never inauce him to take service 

* Papers, Punjavh, 1849, pp. 462, 463. ^ 

* f ‘A Year on the Pwnjauh Frontier, vol. ii, p. 1G2 j> 
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with the enemy.” He, also, “ was put in irons by MoOlraj, 
and in despair at the shame which had beeiv brought on 
Mr. Agnew’s escort, threw himself into a well, as he was 
passing it imder a guard, and was drowned.”* * * § 

In the list pf “openly disaffected Sirdars of the Lahp^ 
State, asdfstdined to be in rebellion an<^ insurrection”, 
forwarded by the Re^dent on the 25th of December 
jl848, for the information of the Governor-General, we 
find^^lalj Singji PoVim^ and his son Sirdar Alla Singh 
included, to whose names, however, with two others, 
this note is appended It is most probable that these 
Sirdars are under restraint with the Peshawm: troops. ”+ 
They were certainly under restraint. 

^dar Goolah Singh Povindea was the General in com- 
mand of the Division of Sikh troops at Peshawur, and also 
. Governor of the Province, and Major George Lawrence,^ 
the Resident’s Assistant at that place, repeatedly praises 
. his constant exertions, and those of his son. Colonel Alla 
' Singh, to preserve good order in the district, and keep 
the troops steady to their allegiance.§ Indeed all the 
superior oflBicers at this station, with one exception, 
^pear to have heeu most active and zealous, and to have 
done their best on bel^alf of the Government of Lahore. || 
With their assistance. Major Lawrence most gallantly 
remained at his post until the middle of October 1848, 
when the troops broke into open mutiny. , Soon aftbr 
this, an iutercopted letter from the rebel leader. Rajah 
Shere Singh, contains this passage : — “ The Peshawur 
troops have left that place, with all .the guns. The Po- 
vindea ” (Sirdar Golab Singh Povindea) “ and Elahee 
Bukhsh” (the General of Artilleiy)T “ are in ceiTfinement, 
and the Feringhees have fled to the Ediyber.”** Elaliee 
Bukhsh escaped from confinemeht, and came into Lord 
Gough’s camp immediately after the battle of Chillian- 
walla.+t • , ^ 

• A Tear on Punjauh Frontier, voL i4 p. 161. 

f Papers^ Punjavb^ 1849, p. 490. 

X Now General Sir George Lawrence. 

§ Papers, Punjauh, 1849, pp. 291, 315, 339, 397, 398. 

II im., 1849, pp. 339, 397. 

% Ibid,, p. 340. • ** Ihifi., p. 414.* 

Captam J. H. L. Archer’s CommentarUs on the Punjauh Oampaign 
(W. H. Allen, 1878), p. 80. 
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T&us Lord Dalhousie’s wholesale impeachment is not 
just, even if restricted “ to the army”. Again w^ find 
Greneral Whbh, in his final despatch of the 23rd January 
1849, after the &11 of Mooltan, expressing his thanks to 
Oeneral Cortlandt, “ who commanded the i^gplar Eegi- . 
ments and Artillery *of the Durbar”* — i. e. of the Lahore 
Government, — ^and the Govemoi^General himself sends 
his thanks to General Cortlamjt fqf th*e same .services 
“■as^an officer of the Maharajah bf Lahore, through the 
Resident. ”t ^ 

Notwithstanding the defection of •Rajah Shore Singh, 
Major Edwardes had stOl a considerable force of Durbar 
troops under his comnlknd at the end of the siegp of 
Mooltan, and was able to detach six guns and a Regjilar * 
Regiment, besides Irregular troops, in January 1849, to 
reinforce Lieutenant Taylor at Lukkee.^ That ofl&cer* 
and Lieutenant Young;, acting under the dirtibtions of 

’ Major Edwardes, maintained themselves in different psuts". 
of the Derajkt and Trans-Indus territory, and retook 

• several forts from the insurgents, without the aid of any 
British troops. § Some of their men were the old Regu- 
lar Infantry and Artillery of the Lahore Government, 
some were new levies, hut all were in the service of the 
Punjaub State, and raised fi'om the population of the 
country subject to Maharajah Duleep Singh. On the 
l&th of January 1849 Major Edwardes writes : “When 
Lieutenant Pearse joins Lieutenant Taylor, •those two 
officers will have 3,300 men, twelve guns, and about 
twenty zumboorahs,* with the fort of Lukkee in their 
possession as a rallying point.” “As it is, I believe that 
Liautenanf Taylor will be able to confine the Dooranees 
to Buimoo, and preserve the peace of the frontier, through- 
out the war, witholit the assistance of one regular soldier 
frnm the army of the Punjaub.”|| 

Lieutenant (now Generd Reynell) Taylor himself 
writes, his letter being quoted by Lord D^ousie, in a 
despat^ to the Secret Committee, dated Fehruaiy 21st, 
1849 : “The arrival of Lieutenant Pollock will give me 

♦ Paper$^ Punjauh^ 1849, p. 556. t p. 586. 

•J Ihid., pp. 551, 570. § /64rf., pp. §88, 630. 

11 /M^., p. 551 ; ^*anuy of the Punjaub” here means Lord Gough’s 

* army : it wa^ officially so designated. 
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a disposable force of 5,000 men and twelve, guns, with 
a stro^ fort, garrisoned by 500 men and 5 guns.”* 

Major Edwardes writes to Lieutenant Yoimg, his letter 
being dated as late as “February 3rd, 1849”: — 

“I reque^tlftit you will proceed to Hurrund, under the Solimw 
Bange, in the district of l)era Ghazee £han, and make a recon- 
noissance of the &rt there, which has been held against the 
Mah^^rajah by Moolraj’a solders, since June last. Four hundred 
Bohillas and Punjabees, utfder Mayuh Doss, commandant, in the 
service of Misr ^hib Dyal,^nd the two guns of Dewan Jowahir 
Mull Dutt, are placed at your disposal, and will accompany you to 
Hurrund, with the view of assisting the irregular force now be- 
leaguering Hurrund, in attacking the fe>rt.”'f* 

Fbe fort “ held against the Maharajah” was attacked 
and taken by the Maharajah’s troops, whose conduct 
' Lieutenant Young praises. One superior officer, at least, 
who was with Lieutenant Young, was a Sikh, — Futteh 
• Singh, mentioned as “a good soldier”. When this fort, 
“ held against the Maharajah”, suiTendered, Lieutenant 
Young says, “ I ordered the chiefs to come first, and sent 
the Subadar of the Sappers’ Company to receive them, 
an honour he deserves. 

The troops under the command of two of the loyal 
Sirdars, Misr Sahib Dyal and Dewan Jowahir Mull, did 
good service to the end of the campaign. Dewan 
Jowahir Mull in person, with Sheikh Emain-ood-deen, 
an officer of high rank under the Lahore Government, 
formerly Governor of Cashmere, were present “with their 
men” at the action of Soorujkoond, hear Mooltan, on the 
7th November 1848, and are said by Major Edjvardes to 
have “behaved very well.”§ Soon after tms a^r. Sheikh 
Emam-ood-deen and his force were detached by Major 
Edwardes, to drive the rebels out of the district of 
Jhung; and while General^ Whish was concluding the 
siege of Moo|tan, the Shei^ was occupied, in investing 
the stroiighold of Chuniote, the rebel Mrrison of which, 
2,000 strong, laid down their arms to General Whish on 
the 9th February 1849, on his manffi from Mooltan to 

• Punjofth Fap€ny 1849, pp, 685, 689. 

^ PP* 889, 633. 


t /W., p. «31.^ 
§ p. 493. 
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join, Tiord Gjpugh’s army, and were made over as prisoners 
to Sheikh Emam-ood-deen.* « 

Sheikh Emam-ood-deen was actively engaged fo the 
very end of the campaign. “On the 14th March 1849, 
8i/aar Chuttur Singh, Bnjah Sher Singh, qnd the princi- 
pal Sikh leaders, ddivered their swords intoCthe hands 
of the British General; and, ai the samfe time, were 
surrendered forty-one pieces of artillery*; while the renv 
nant of the Sikh army, without pro^ioijs, wilji XhBbtt’s 
force on their rear, the Cashmerians <Jn their right. 
Sheikh Emam-ood-deen and Gfilbert in front, — ^to the 
number of 16,000 men, laid down their arms in presence 
of the British troops.”t • 

Misr Sahib Dyal, whose men, also, did their duty i 
faithfully to the last, was selected by the Resident in 
November 1848, to accompany the Head-quarters of the. 
Commander-in-Chief, Lord Gough, “as the chief officer 
on the part of the Durbar”, — the Regency, with whom,*^ 
according to Lord Dalhousie’s private “intimation”, ’we 
were then, “to all intents and purposes, directly at war!” 
He is described as “an able and highly intelligent per- 
son, of considerable experience and* knowledge of the 
country, and of approved fidelity.to the interests of the 
young Maharajah and the British Government.”! 

This same Misr Sahib Dyal had, at an earlier period, 
brought to a successful conclusion, by means of the troops 
under his own command, a most important affair, which 
had caused much anxiety to the Resident, and occupied 
a lafge British force for more then a month, — ^the de- 
struction and dispersion of a formidable band of insur- 
gepls, at* onet time 5,000 in number, under a noted 
fanatic, Bhaee Maharai Singh, who, in communication 
with Dewan Moolfrtj, tne rebel Governor of Mooltan, and 
well provided with funds, w%s scouring the country, and 
summo:i;iing the Sikhs to jein in a religious war. The 
last scene fti the active career of this fanatic is thus 

• ^‘apert, Punjat^, 1849, pp. 457, 584; Edvardes’s Tear ontkePun- 
javb Frontier, toI. ii, p. 556. 

f Commentariee on the Punjaub Campaign, bj Capt. J. H. L. Archer 
(W. H. AUen, 1878). 

J Papers, Puf^avb, 1849, p. 444. * 
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described in the Eesident’s despatch of the, 13th June 

1848.t 

• 

" Mist Sahib Dyal was as good as his word ; and he and his 
people kept their promise faithfully. On arriving at Jhung, the 
. Bhaee’s for^e had diminished to about 1000 or 1200 men ; the 
Misr’s part^* immediately attacked them/and, though really in- 
ferior in numbers, they were fresh, while their opponents were 
hungry, and tired •by a long and harassing retreat A great 
n^an}» of the rebels were kiljSd in the encounter, and tliree or four 
of the Misr’s meq,%ud ten or twelve wounded. The whole rebel 
force was driven into the Ch^nab, a difficult river to cross at all 
times, anid now formidable from being much swollen by the rains 
and the melted snow. It is calculated that from 500 to 600, horse 
and ^t, perished in the river, — amon§ the rebels, Bhaee Mabaraj. 
I Threl hundred of the rebels were taken by the Misr’s soldier’s in 
boah^, and put into confinement in Jhung. The Bhaee’s four 
officers, Sikhs of some note, were among the prisoners, and are 
bow on their way to Lahore in irons.”* ^ 

Lord Dalhousie ■writes to the Secret Committee that 
“ the destruction of the outlaw, Bhaee Maharaj, and the 
utter discomfiture of his followers, is an event which has 
greatly •tended to the support of British authority. ”t 
The death of Bhaee Maharaj on that occasion became 
a matter of doubt ^ but his fame and influence were 
annihilated ; and Lord Dalhousie, in his final Minute, 
declaring the annexation of the Punjaub, admits that 
the measures taken against Bhaee Maharaj Singh, who, 
with some t^housand followers was raising the country in 
the Bechna Doab, and the flight and dispersion of his 
followers, combined to keep do'wn any manifestations of 
disaflection in the neighbourhood of Lahore. ”§ 

Thus even his own words, extracted iron! l;he lilue 
Book, contradict Lord Dalhousie’s complaint that “ the 
Begency, during these troubles, *gave^ no substantial or 
effective assistance to the Bfitish Grovermnent.”|| 

It is true that the Besident at one 4iune speai^ of his 
Councillors as merely “ acquiescing” in the plans he was 

* Papertf Punjab, 1849, p. S13. 
t Ibid., p. 187. 

^ Ibid., p. 625. Bhaee Mahuaj waa, in fact, afterwards oaplumd, 
taken with Mooliaj,to Calcutta, and transported to Singanore m June 
1850. * § Ibid., p. 657. |j IbtiL, p. 99fk 
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pursung, — deficient in “zeal, energy, and judgment”.* 
On the 14tk July 1848, however, he writes : — “ A'great 
change has come over the spirit of the Durbar they 
have been making the most decided and very successful 
exertions to procure carriage of every desc*iptioh for the , 
use of the British tfoops, and to aid in the Ttonveyance 
of the siege train. ”+ One membe» of the B^ency, Bajah 
Deena Nath, was sent from Lah^ore on a’mission jnto the 
Hazara Province in September 1 W8 ; ancL after.his return 
the Resident writes to the Governor-General : — 

'‘His presence in that part of the country had the effect of 
assuring the inhabitants, and he certainly appears to have used 
his influence, in every wayf to defeat the machinations of ^irdar 
Chuttur Singh. Since his return he appears to have enured, : 
zealously and earnestly, into the measures adopted for punishing 
the rebels, by the confiscation of their jaghires, and the attachment 
of their houses and property, and for counteracting the plots of the* 
in8urgent8.”t * • 

On August 16th, 1848 the Besident writes as follows** 
to Lord Dalhousie : “The conduct of the Durbar, collec- 
tively and individually, has been entirely satisfactory in 
everything connected with this outbreak, and, indeed, in 
all other respects for the last two mohths.”§ 

Lord Dalhousie, always overlodking the fact that the 
control of the finances was in the hands of the British 
Besident, places first and foremost among the “ gross 
violations” of Treaties of which “ the Sikhs” had been 
guilty, the non-payment of our military subsidy. 

' “ return for the ai^ of British troops, they hotmd themselves 
to pay to us a subsidy of 22 lakhs per annum. From the day 
whev the J'reaty was signed, to the present hour, not one rupee 
haa ever b^n paid. Loans advanced by the British Government 
to enable them to discharge the arrears of their disbanded troops 
have never been repaid.”|| * 

And in the Proclamation, declaring the Punjaub to 
have b^conm British territory, he says : — “ Of their 
annual tribute no portion whatever has at kny time been 
paid ; and large loans, advanced to them by the Govern- 
ment of India, have never been repaid. ”t 

* Pttpar$t Fm^aub, 1849, p. 197. 

> I JUi., jL 379. 

II Ibid., p. 639. 


t Ibid., p. 266. 
• § Ibid., p. 289. 
^ Ibid,, p. 654. 
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•The Blue Book contradicts the assertion^ that not 
one r«pee”, that “ no portion”, had ever been paid. On 
February 23rd, 1848, the Resident reports as foUpws to 
the Governor-General. “The Durbar have paid into 
, this treasury .gold to the value of Rupees 1,356,8SZ. 
By this payment they have reduced their debt to the 
British Goveriunent f»om upwards of forty lakhs of 
Oipees to less thtin twen-^-seven.”* 

In this same despatch, written about six weeks before 
the outbreak af Mooltan, the Resident recorded his satis- 
faction with the financial arrangements and prospects of 
the Durbar. 

• 

, " They have thus, by economy and care, been able to make good 

“ four Jnonths’ pay of the Irregular Cavalry, to discharge the whole 
of the arrears of the men who have been pensioned and disbanded, 
•to meet their current expenses, and have still, at this moment, full 
eight lakhi: of rupees in the different tretisuries to meet the public 
^xigencies/’f 

• 

If a financial equilibrium had not been restored, and 
if the regular payment of the tribute had not com- 
menced, when the rebellion of 1848 once more threw 
everything into confusion, it was no fault of the Council 
of Regency. Not only had *the British authorities ac- 
cepted the trust with their eyes open to the disordered 
state of the finances, but the Resident — opposed by the 
Council of Regency and supported by the Governor- 
General, — -Tiad introduced extensive changes into the 
fiscal system, leading, as had been anticipated, to a very 
serious loss of revenue, which he fully admits in h!s re- 
ports to the Governor-General on August 2»8th, .and 
December 16th, 1847, and January 12th, fl84^.J *■ 

All these measures received .the frovemor-General’s 
approval and confirmation. They were not favourably 
viewed by the Council of* Regency, but no opposition 
was attempted, or would have beeif perniitted. The 
Resident makes the following remarks m a despatch to 
Lord Dalhousie of April 6th, 1848. 

• Papert, Ptmjavh, 1849, pp. 110, 111. 

t Ibid.,$. 111. 

$ im., pp. 22, 23, 24, 56, 67, 93, 99, 104, lOA 
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" The settlement was, of course, most summary, and its details 
have yet to te filled up. Its working must be most cajefully 
watched^ The Durbar was averse to its introduction, but j^elded, 
as they always do ; and contented themselves, with the exception 
of Eajah Deena Nath, with standing aloof from its execution; 
leaving the whole matter to the Kesident and his i^ssigtants. « 

“ Kajah Deena Nath* sees the financial embarrassment of the 
State, and feels that the more we interfere with details, especially 
where the revenue is concerned, the less will be the Durbar’s re- 
sponsibility for financial difficulties ahd d^ciences.”* • • * 

There is no reason to doubt the wisdeftn of these re- 
venue settlements ; they prove, *however, that th§ tem- 
porary failure of the Punjauh State to meet its pecuniary 
engagements was not \v41ful or faithless ; they provQ not 
merely the full knowledge and participation of i the •* 
British Government in those fiscal and administrative 
changes which made hnmediate solvency impossible, but. 
its sole responsibility for those changes. % 

Yet Lord Dalhousie places th& regular payment of the.^ 
Subsidy among “ the main provisions of the agreement”,* 
which “the Sikhs” had “either entirely evaded, or grossly 
violated. ”+ There was neither evasion nor violation. 
The use of such terms is positively shameful. The only 
cause of the subsidy having fallen into arrears, was that 
the Resident, in the plenitude of his powers, had thought 
fit to lessen the receipts of the State, and to divert the 
expenditure into other channels. These financial mea- 
sures were, doubtless, most judicious, but .they were 
entirely the Resident’s work, approved by the Govemor- 
<^n«rm, reluctantly accepted by the Durbar. They 
were of temporary effect; and ample assets remained 
avgt&abler^tt the end of the war, for the gradual liquida- 
tion of all possible demands on the part of the British 
Govermnent. • * 

Lord Dalhousie totally fails to make out any violation 
of the Treaty against the Lahore State, — the only specific 
instance he* adduces, the non-payment of the subsidy, 
beiirg, as we have seen, a mere matter of account, by 
whidi the case is not in the least modified to the pre- 
judice of the State of Lahore. He contrives to fasten a 
plausible stigma of perfidy and violation of treaties upon 
• Papert, PwnjaiJ), 1849, p. 128. + Ibid,, |). 659. 
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the State of Lahore, -only by ringing the chai)ges thrhugh 
sevffl^l paragraphs, upon the terms, “ the S^ nation”, 

“ the ‘Sikhs”, “ the Sikh p^ple”, and “ the Government”, 
or “State of Lahore”,* until a thorough concision is esta- 
, blished. For .these are not convertiUe terms. V 

What ^ithe State of Lahore” \^, and what “the 
Government of Lahore^ was, during the British occupa- 
tion and maha^ment, under the Treaty of Bhyrowal, 
we have just dejenumed. 

“ The Sikh ^>eople”, as we have already remarked, is 
not a phrase, synonymous with “ the people of the Pun- 
jaub”, the great majority of whom took no share in the 
revolt, and felt no sympathy ^ith it; while at least 
^ 20,Cb0 subjects of the Lahore State, enrolled in its 
service, fought on the side of the Government, and aS' 
•sisted in suppressing the rebellion. 

Lord Dalhousie evidently perceived the forensic and 
/moral difficulty in the vr&y of annexation, created by the • 
relation of Guardianship under the Treaty of Bhyrowal, 
between the two States, — ^between the infent Sovereign • 
of the Punjaub and the Governor-General of British 
India. He saw the necessity of meeting that difficulty 
somehow. He could .not leave it entirely unnoticea. 
But he did not state it fully or fairly; and the solution 
offered in the following passages is quite inadequate. 

"Tt has been objected that the present dynasty in* the Punjaub 

cannot with'justice be subverted, since Maharajah Buleep Sing, 

being yet a minor, can hardly be held responsible for the acta qf 

the nation. With deference to those by whom these view® have 

been entertained, I must dissent entirely from the soundness of 

this doetrine.”+ • • * 

• •) 

No such unsound doctrine lay before him. The objec- 
tion waa not to the subversion of a *minor, but to tiie 
subversion of a Ward by .his Giutrdian. Nor was it 
merely a question of “ subvefting a dynasty”^ but of sub- 
verting a Sthte, protected and administered, under 
Treaty, by the British Government. I have already 
shown that Lord Dalhousie had no right to-speak of the ' 

* Papers, 1849, pp. 661, 662. . 

• t IbkL, p. 668. 
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acts%>f the rebels, either as “ the acts of the nation”, or 
of “the Stale of Lahore.” » 

Lord Dalhousie went on to argue that this imaginary 
false doctrine, — ^the irresponsibility of a minor Sovereign, 

— ^had “been disregarded heretofore, in pit^ice, and dis- , 
regarded in the case»of the Maharajah Dulefep^ingh him- 
seff.” He continues thus : — % 

“ When, in 1845, the Khalsa army invaded our territori^, tlic 
Mah^jah was not held to be free from responsibility^ nor was he 
exempted from the consequences of his people’s acts. ' On the 
contrary, the Government of India confiscated to itself the, richest 
provinces of the Maharajali’s kingdom, and was applauded for the 
moderation which had exacted no more. 

“Furthermore, the Maharajah having been made to pajt the . 
penalty of the past offences of his people, due warning was given * 
him that he would be held, in like manner, responsible for their 
future acts. The Maharajah, in reply, acknowledging this warn-* 
ing, says, ‘ If, in consetiuence of the recurrence of misnle in my 
Government, the peace of the British frontier be disturbed, I should, 
be held responsible for the same.’ • * 

“ If the Maharajah was not exempted from responsibility on the 
plea of his tender years, at the age of eight, he cannot, on that 
plea, be entitled to exemption from a like responsibility, now that 
he is three years older.’’* » 

It is strange that Lord IlalhouSe should have so com- 
pletely overlooked the real difference between 1846 and. 
1B49. The question of age was immaterial at both 
periods. There was no plea of exemption in 1846 when 
the warning was given and acknowledged, because the 
Maharajah was the reigning Prince of an independent 
State. Although he was a minor, his mother, his near 
relatives, ^luid their chosen advisers, were the actual 
Riders of the State. In 1849 the actual Ruler of the 
State was the Bijtish .Resident, under the Governor- 
General’s instructions. 

Of course a minor Prince^ ns the personal representa- 
tive of the State, ahd must stand or mil wii^ its fortunes. 
But a minor Prince under the tutelage of a powerful 
nei^bour, cannot justly be held responsible for the acts 
of 'we nation which his Guardian has undertaken to guide 
and control. 


Pappr$, Punjanb, 1849, p. 663. 
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In 1846 the Maharajah was a conquered enemy. In 
1849 tthe Maharajah was a Ward ; the Bri^h Grovem- 
ment was the Guardian. His mother, his natural Guar- 
dian and late Regent, was banished from the Punjaub ; 
several of his relatives and former ministers were -in 
prison or 6,idl6. The Maharajah was now entirely exempt 
from responsibility, simply because all responsibility had 
l^n assumed by the British Government. 

From* t^ 16th cff Pfecember 1846, the date of the 
Treaty of Bhyrowal, down to the 29th of March 1849, 
when the Proclamation Annexing the Punjaub was issued, 
the Government of Lahore was in strict subordination 
to the British Government ; and its subordination was 
•, nev^r interrupted, suspended, or relaxed for a single day. 
If, ihdeed, the Government of Lahore could justly have 
.been made responsible for any of the untoward events 
of 1848 «and 1849, Sir Frederick- Cunie, the Resident, 
jnust have been the first person indicted, for he was the 
‘absolute head of that Government. This is a fair re- 
ductio ad ahsurdum of that sophistical and fallacious 
rhetoric, by which Lord Dalhousie confounded “ the 
Sikhs”, “ the Sikh nation”, “ the people of the Punjaub”, 
“ the Lahore Government”, qnd “ the State of Lahore”, 
as if they were synonymous and co-extensive terms, with 
the object of justifying the violation of Treaties, and the 
evasion of a sacred duty. 

Lord Dgilhousie’s motives, as avowed by himself, for 
abandoning the office of Guardian, and the noble work 
of restoring order and self-government to the Pupjaub 
State, when so much progress had already been secured, 
were not of the highest order. To me they appear 
morally low, politically short-sighted, and altogether un- 
worthy of a great and generous ‘nation, claiming to play 
the part of Imperial Instructor and Exemplar to India 
and the East. He argued ‘that if ou^ Government con- 
tinued to maintain “ the Sikh nation as an«ind^pendent 
State”, and instituted a reformed administration by “ a 
larger measure of British control”, “ we should have all 
the labour, all the anxiety, all the responsibility, which 
would attach to the territories if they were actually 
made ouk own; ‘while we should not reap the correspond- 
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ing benefits of increase of revenue and acknowledged 
possession.”* , 

That labour, anxiety, and responsibility we had under- 
taken ; those benefits, — imaginary enough, as we now 
know, — we had foregone by the Treaty of Bhyrowal. As 
to* “a larger measure of British control”, ftiere could he * 
no larger measure than those “ unlimited powers” which 
we held under that Treaty, and which the Resident had 
never ceased to exercise. • * • * 

On the other hand. Lord Dalhousie observed, “ the re- 
venues are very considerable in the aggregate. A large 
proportion has, hitherto, been diverted from the public 
treasury in jaghires to tke Chiefs. A considerable amount 
of revenue will now be recovered firom the confis^ ^ion • 
of the jaghires of those who liave been engaged in hos- 
tilities against us.”t He has “no hesitation in expressing, 
a confident belief that the Punjaub wiU, at nq distant 
, time, be not only a secure, but a profitable possession. , 
“At no distant time”, — before Lord Daihousie’s tour * 
of office expired, — this “ confident belief” was signally 
contradicted. 

In addition to this delusive hope^ of profit, and the 
desire to evade a burdensoiye obligation. Lord Dalhousie 
alleges a regard for “ self-defence”, and “the security of 
our own territories”, as compelling us “ to relinquish the 
policy whicji would maintain the independence of the 
Sikli nation in the Punjaub. ”§ , 

“ There never wUl be peace in the Punjaub”, he urges, 

“ so Ipng as its people are allowed to retain the means 
and the opportunity of making war. There never can 
be ribw any guaranty for the tranquillity of India, until 
we* shall have* eflfected the entire subjection of the 
Sikh people, and destroyed its power as an independent 
nation.”|| 

The same equivqpal use oLfhe terms, “the Sikh people” 
or “ nation ”t a^d “ the people of the Pui^aub”, is em- 
ployed here, as throughout this despatch. The people 
of the Punjaub in general were not hostile, as Lord Dal- 

• Papen, Punjaub, 1849, pp. 662, 663. 

t Ibid., p. 664. t Ibid., p. 666. . 

§ Ibid.,*f. 661. II Ibid., p. 662. 



80 


ANNEXATION OF 


housie acknowledged. The Sikh army and the turbu- 
lent portion of the Sikh people, had beep effectually- 
subjected, and deprived of the means of making war. 
Beduced in numbers, subdued to orderly discipline, the 
Sikh army never could have regained its insolent pre- 
eminence ^ ftie State, as the embodied representative of 
the Sikh religion and Commonwealth, — ^the Khalsa Punth. 
And its conspicuous humiliation was sure to operate in a 
very wholesome mahnoj‘ upon the Sikh population, not 
only in the Punjaub, but throughout Sirhind, the Jullun- 
dhur ,Doab, and the feudatoiy States on both sides of 
the Sutlej. 

Deprived of all supremacy and influence over many of 
*. these minor States, whose resources were now transferred 
to the British Government, and proved of material assist- 
.ance during the campaign of 1849, weakened by the loss 
of Julluiidhur and Cashmere, — the former in our posses- 
.sion, the latter placed on her flank as a jealous rival, — 
* the Punjaub State, even if freed from the British occupa- 
tion, could hardly be considered independent after the 
Treaties of 1846. Certainly her independence was not 
of such a character as to afford reasonable grounds of 
apprehension for “ the tranquillity of India”, or for “ the 
security of our own territories.” Lord Hardinge h^ 
taken good care of that. 

By Articles II, III, and IV, of the Treaty of the 9th 
of March 4846, the Maharajah Duleep Singh renounced 
for himself, his heirs and successors, “all claim to, or con- 
nection -with the territories to the south of the Sijtlej”, 
and between the rivers Sutlej and Beas (the JuUuiidhur 
Doab), ceded to the British Government ; and- also gave 
up Cashmere and the Hill Countries, designed to form a 
Principality for Bajah Golab Singh. By Article VII, the 
“ Begular Army of the Lahore State ” was “ henceforth 
limited to twenty-five Batt^ions of Ipfantry,and 12,000 
Cavalry”, and tms force was never -to be inereaded -with- 
out the express permission of the British Government. 
By Article IX, the control of the rivers Beas, Sutlej, and 
Indus, in respect to tolls and ferries, was to rest with the 
British Government. By Article X, British troops, due 
notice being given, were to be allowed to pass tiuough 
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the Lahore territories. By Article XI, no European or 
American w^u3 to be taken into the service of the Ptaijaub 
State without the permission of the British Government. 
By Articles XII and XIII, “the independent Sovereignty” 
of-Bajah Golab Singh was recognised, andany dispute or 
d2fiference between him and the Lahore Stoth.'was to be 
referred to the British Government, whose’ decision was 
to be final. By Article XIV, no territorial acquisition^ 
were henceforth to be made “without thp concurrence of 
the British Government.”* 

The “ independence” stipul^ed 4n this Treaty for 
Bajali Golab Singh, tributary and feudatory of the Bri- 
tish Government, sigiftfies, of course, merely ipde- 
pendence of Lahore. This is an instance of the loosejness 
and want of precision with which the terms “ inde- 
pendent” and “ independence” have been used in our. 
Indian Treaties and State papers, and by no one more 
frequently than Lord Dalhousie. But even if the mean-- 
ing of the term “ independence”, which he applies' to " 
“ the Sikh nation”, be confined to that freedom of in- 
ternal administration which was to be restored to the 
Punjaub at the end of the Maharajah’s minority, there 
certainly was nothing in the prospect to alarm a British 
statesman. 

Lord Dalhousie, in fact, could not have constructed his 
specious case of “ self-defence” against the dangerous 
“ independence” of the Punjaub State, — he -could not 
even have deceived himself on the subject, — =^if he had 
riot employed that misleading formula, “the independence 
of the Sikh nation.” 

The Sikh -nation, — if a sect can be called a nation, — 
neither constitutes the population of the Punjaub, nor is 
confined to the Piftijaulf. It was not the Sikh religion, 
nor the Sikh nationality within the Punjaub, that ren- 
dered the establishment of a strong and orderly Govern- 
ment in*thaif country so difficult, but the ■iaage floating 
population of recently disbanded soldiers, and their fa- 
vourite leaders, belonging to the dominant sect, and 

,* Papers^ the Late Hostilities^ 1846, pp. 99, 101 ; and Collection of 
Treaties^ Call^utta (London : Longman and Co.), vol. ii, pp. 261, 263. 
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accustomed to political supremacy. The organisation of 
the Sikh army was not thoroughly broken dp ; the de- 
feated Khalsa had not forgotten their old habits, nor 
lost their old hopes. All that they wanted was that 
second lesson, which we had promised to administer, if 
‘ necessary.'^ •' " 

Sir Henry ‘Lawi'ence^-the man of all others best quali- 
fied to judge-, did not believe that the Sikhs had taken 
fhe 4ead in the oufbrq^ of 1849. In an article on 
“ Army Eleform'", which he contributed to the Calcutta 
Hevietr of September 1806, — ten months before his own 
glorious death in the Lucknow Residency, beleaguered by 
rebels, — he warned us that ther? would be more enmity 
' agaipst us in the peaceably annexed Oude than there 
had been in the “ conquered” Punjaub. “ Proportionally 
.few of the instigators of opposition in Lahore, and in the 
Sikli arpiy”, said he, “ were Sikhs. They were British 
.subjects, many of them British deserters. The general 
’feeling of the Sikhs was hardly hostile. Many of the 
Sikhs were friendly,-— decidedly so, compared with the 
Hindustanis in the Punjaub service.” 

Sir Henry Lawrence was strongly opposed to the an- 
nexation of the Punjaub. “.He acted in the best faith 
for the interest of both Governments”, said one who 
knew him well, defending him from the charge of having 
prepared the way for the change of rule, and so far 
from desiring the annexation of the country, on finding 
that it could not be avoided, and that all his efforts to 
uphold the Native Government ■vu’^ere unavailing.. Sir 
Henry La-wrence was only prevented from resigning his 
high position, and returning to his Regiment««s a Gap- 
tain of Artillery, at the earnest entreaty of his friends.”* 

The pacification of the Punjaub after 1849, is not in 
the least explained by its becoming a British Province, 
but by the simple fact tl\at the sqldiers of Runjeet 
Singh’s old army had been well beaten, aud that they 
knew it. Whatever doubt may have been left on their 
minds after the campaign 6f 1846, was now effectually 
dispelled. They could not contend against the British' 

* Ferrier’s Cargmn JmrnitB (MuiTay, 1856). Note by Sir Juhu 
Login, p. 359. • V 
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Government. They had been made to lay down their 
arms ; thgy had lost all their guns ; their prou^st and 
most trusted Chieftains were aU discomfited ; their saints 
and prophets were all discredited ; their union was dis- 
solved. They had been defeated without disgrace ; a 
’great deal of faciatical nonsense had** probably been 
knocked out of them ; and, by«all accounts, they bore no 
particular grudge against us for the lesson we h^ taught 
them. ^ ^ • 

’ There is, in fact, no reason to doubt*that the Punjaub 
would have been as peaceful ^d fiaendly under a Native 
Prince, as the States of Nepaul and Gwalior have been, 
the former for fifty years since its last defeat, the latter 
for tw'enty-four years since its final subjection *to the 
British Government. 

The Nepaulese, animated by a long career of conquest, 
and with an overweening confidence in their ,own power 
and resources, made war upon us in 1814. Their stjc- 
cesses against our troops in the first campaign induced 
them to protract the contest for nearly two years ; but 
they were taught the error of trusting in the inaccessi- 
bility of their mountain fastnesses,»and their Envoy was 
compelled to present on hjs knees, at the British General’s 
Durbar,* the Treaty of peace ratified by the Maharajah, 
giving up all the points in dispute, and ceding a large 
tract of, territory. Since this humiliation in March 
1816, a British Resident has been constantly at the 
capital of Nepaul ; that Government has maintained the 
mqst amicable relations with us ; and in 1857-8 a force 
of 20,000 Goorkhas, commanded by the Prime Minister 
ahd CoKimander-in-Chief, Maharajah Jung Bahadoor, co- 
operated with Lord Clyde’s army in suppressing the 
rebellion in Oude. • 

The military operations of 1843 in the territories of 
Maharajah Scinj^ia of Gw»lior, had for their pretext and 
object the coercion of a turbulent and unmanageable 
army, unnecessarily large for the purposes of the Native 
State, and massed so as 'to threaten our frontier near 
the important city of Agra. Two battles were fought ; 

• Prinsep’s Sfarqnu of HaxHhqs' Adminixtratiojf, (Allen, 182.5), vol. i, 
p. 205. • 
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the defeated army was disbanded, and reorganjsed orf a 
limited ‘.scale under a new and more stringent Treaty. 
Since that time the State of Gwalior has given no 
ground of complaint; and in the crisis of 1857, Maha- 
yijah Scindia and his ministeis, though placed in the^ 
vortex of ^jisifrrection, smTounded by mutinous and 
clamorous tro<Jps, — ^the Gwalior Contingent, — “ raised, 
paid, disciplined,* and ” (recently) “ commanded by 
British ofii<jers”, ^in flie,*style which, in Lord Dal- 
housie’s opinion,* could alone make Native troops safe* 
— contrived to render nfost valuable services to the 
British Government. These were the prescient words 
of Sir. Henry Lawrence, published ten yeai's before the 
BebeU^on of 1857 : — “ By Lord Ellenborough’s an-ange- 
ments, Gwalior is now an armed friend. ”t If Lord Dal- 
Imusie had not despoiled our Ward, we should have had 
a more efficient “armed friend” at Lahore. 

. Eveiy historical analogy, eveiy contemporaneous event, 
aSl the probabilities of the case, indicate that the Sikhs, 
under the reformed Government of Maharajah lluleep 
Singh, would have been as proud and as eager to co- 
operate with British, troops in 1857, as were the Sikhs 
under the Sikh Kajahs 9 f Puttiala, Jheend, Nabha, and 
KuppoorthuUa, as were the troops of the Kajah of Cash- , 
mere, or the Nepaulese under Jung Bahadoor. Delhi 
was the accursed city of the Mogul, the centre of Mus-* 
sulman arrogance, the place of martyrdom of the great 
Sikh prophets, and devoted by their predictions to the 
vengeance of them disciples. Animated by these tradi- 
tional animosities, with the hope of plunder, and “ the 
old scorn for the Poorbeah Sepoy” ,| the Si^hs i^Cllied *^o 
our banner in the newly raisec^Punjaubee Regiments, 
and pressed towards Delhi with*conflldence and good 
will. But these notorious inducements would have 
operated with double force uader the rule of their own 
Rajah. . •' * 

Lord Dalhousie argued, that “ warlike in character, 
and long accustomed to conquest, the Sikhs must,* of 

* Punjauh Papers^ 1849, p. 662. 

t Sir Henry Lawrence’s Essays, 

X Trotter’s History of India from 1844 to 1862, vol. ii, fi. 70. 
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necessity^ detest the British as their conquerors.”* But 
if the adfuinistration of the Punjaub during the B>ajah’s 
minority had been continued, there would have been no 
“ conquerors” to detest. It was Lord Dalhousie Avho 
— converted our protective occupation into, a ^o-called con- 
quest. If the Treaty had not been thus ’violated, the 
defeated insurgents would have been simply a vanquished 
party in the State, and vanqwishgd, as I beliave, .finally, 
l)y the help of another party. No Jnimiliiation would 
have fallen on the Mahai-aja^, upon the Board of Re- 
gency, or upon the principal Sirdars, their followers, and 
the 20,000 troojjs, vjio had supported the constituted 
authorities. And even for the vanquislied partyy if the 
Punjaub State had been maintained, tlie participation bf 
the Maharajah’s army in the militaiy exploits of the 
British Ooverninent, Avonld have tenniered the sting *of 
defeat. * * 

The fiict is that the Sikh (loverninent of the Punjaub, 
so long as there was a regular Government, never had 
the least inclination to go to war with us. Tlie State of 
liahore, throughout the time of its greatest pride and 
ju'osperity, under llunjeet Singh, liad remained on the 
best terms with the British ^lovernment. Even after 
the great Maharajah’s death, amid the excitement of our 
.disasters in Affghanistan, and the operations to retrieve 
them and* withdraw our troops, amicable relations were 
preserved for several year’s, until what Ldrd Hardinge 
. correctly described as “ a democratic revolution”,t threw 
all*the strength of the State into the hands of the army. 
TJie military Punchayuts used their power in a manner 
tJrat was most offensive and alarming to all adherents of 
Runjeet Singh’s dyn^ty. They “ issued their orders, 
under the designation belonging to the Sikh sect before 
Runjeet Singh became a. monarch, viz.: — the Khalsa 
Punth, (KhalssQee-ka Plinth)” — ^the Company of the 
Elect. “ T^hey formally assumed the Grovemment, and 
sent letters bearing their seal, inscribed merely with the 
name of God, to all local officers, military leaders, and 
members of the Durbar, requiring their presence and 

• , * ra2>ers, Punjaub, 1849, p. 662. - • ^ 

t Papers^ the late Uoslilitieis^ elc,^ 184(), p. 6, 
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obedien^.”* The Princes, the ministere, the nobles, 
“ the head of the Sikh religion”, even the!' superior 
officers of the army, all who had anything to lose, were 
on the side of peace with us, and good order within 
their own frQ^tiec. It was so in 1845, and equally, or- 
more so, in 1849. 

We have seen how long, and how stoutly, Rajah Shere 
Singh i;esi&ted the growing .impulse, — under what an im- 
perative summons^* amid \^iat confusion and despair, he 
at last yielded. And, afbei; all, he alone, out of the eight 
leading Sirdai-s of the Punjaub, selected to form the 
Council of Regency, took part in ^he insurrection, — and 
t|jen, not as a voluntary participator in the common 
cause, but reluctantly and hopelessly, closely touched by 
special motives of personal honour, and the Oriental 
sense of implicit filial obedience. 

Many of* the Sirdars withstood for a long time every 
in4entive to rebellion, and were at last dragged or forced 
into it by the soldiery who surrounded them. The arro- 
gant rapacity of Sikh domination in the amiy, was, in 
fact, the sole obstacle to be overcome before a reformed 
and self-sustaining Government could be established in 
the Punjaub. Under our*prote(ftive management, — with 
or without a second struggle, — that obstacle would have 
been overcome. The reorganisation of the army, and , 
pacification of the w'arlike tribes, were merely* matters 
of time. TKe interval of the Rajah’s minority would 
probably have been sufficiently long. The negotiator’s- 
of the Treaty of Bhyrowal certainly contemplated ti'ie 
possibility of a second struggle. Lord Hardinge and Sir 
Henry Lawrence were prepared for it, though they did 
not expect it ; and but for a strange succession of mis- 
haps and errors of judgment, I firmly believe the second 
struggle would have been avoided. In either case, 
whether the second struggle was unavoidable^ whether 
it was provoked* or aggravated by our shortcomings or 
faults, we ought to have borne the brunt of it without 
complaining. There may have been a little more trouble 
than we liked, a little more than we looked for, but 
there was no more- than we had bargained for. 

• Papers, Hie fate Ifontilities^ ete.^ 1846, p. 8. 
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'llie spirits, the iiabits, the traditional pride of tlie old 
Khalea troops, in the mnks of the local army, and.tn the 
districts chiefly inhabited by the Sikhs, were the unruly 
elements we had undertaken to curb and coerce. It was 
fiitr duty to conquer those unruly element ; but having , 
done so, we had no ’right to say, as Lord t)^ousie did, 
that we had “ conquered ” the teJlTitories under our tute- 
lage. 'That was not a trae cqfiquest,— it was p. breaqji 
of trust. We availed oui’selvex to th« utuyjst, aaid to 
the last moment, of our advantageous position as the 
civil and military ad)uinistratoi-s of the Punjaub ; we 
held its strongholds, and disposed of all its resources, 
including 20,000 soldiei^ recruited fiein its 2 ^opulai.ion ; 
we disarmed many wavering and doubtful opponent-s by* 
appealing to their conservative intei’ests and loyal senti- 
ments, by ju’ofessing to uphold the Treaties, and dis- 
avowing hostility to their Sovereign and institutions ; — 
all this we were authorised and bound to do, with the^ 
object of quelling the insurrection, but not with 'the 
object of violating the Treaties, as soon as the crisis was 
over, by turning our occupation into possession. 

I have left undiscussed the secondaty question, whether 
we may not have had soin» equit®.ble clamis to compensa- 
tion and additional safeguards, on account of the exces- 
sive exjrenses, and special difficulties of quelling the 
revolt. Without* admitthig that such claims would have 
been well founded, it is enough to say that "all our de- 
niands under those heads could have been easily secured 
witlarut the annexrftion of the Kingdom that had been 
entj'usted to our charge. The annexation gave us neither 
jrefuniary conqrensation nor military safeguard, but set 
up a corrstairt druin ujron our jrurse, a constant strain 
uporr our sword-arm. 

The results of that ill-aclvised acquisitioir, uj) to the 
ju'esenl; time, seeitr to me t^ have beerr of a mixed cha- 
racter, — ^absolutely injurious arrd exhausting to the Bii- 
tish Empire, relatively beneficial in some resjrects, 2 )re- 
judibial in others, to the people of the Punjaub, — but 1 
can perceive no advantage, material or moral, that lias 
l^een gained by any jierson or class, that^ could not have 
Iteen- m<fl*e fully and eflectirally conferred lufd secured 
without annexation than with it. 
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Lord DaJhousie objected, that “ hesitatioi\ on our part 
would be attributed, not to forbearance, bui to fear ; it 
would be regarded, not as the result of a magnanimous 
policy, but as the evidence of a pusillanimous spirit”,* 
^ a 'most finvolous and unstatesmanlike objection. 
nanimity ^ftSr success never presents the appearance of 
fear, ana is liot in tlie^ least liable to be mistaken for it. 
All India was thoroughly impressed with the complete 
subjection^ of thp Sikli ivniy. Tliere were manifold means 
available for mkking that subjection, and the submission 
of the entire people, a \*isible object to the whole Penin- 
sula, and for turning it to the honour and credit of the 
Imperial Power. According to Oriental ideas the greatest 
•, Sovereign is he who can make Princes, and who has the 
largest number of Princes under his command and pro- 
.tection. Lord Dalhousie might have gained the hearts 
of Princes and people by a plain Statement of what had 
.been done, and what it was intended to do in the Pun- 
"jailb. Instead of doing so, he violated Treaties, abused 
a sacred tru.st, threw away the grandest opportunity ever 
offered to the British Government of planting solid and 
vital reform up to the Northern limits of India, and by 
an acquisition as unjust ^s it was impradent, weakened our 
frontier, scattered our militaiy strength, and entailed a 
heavy financial burden upon the Empire. That, I be- 
lieve, will be the verdict of posterity 'and history upon 
the transactions which have just j)assed under our 
review. 

J rujKvSy P’Uhjaub, 1849, p. 664. 
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(Pages 61 to\o.)^ ^ ^ * 

The dates of the following documents and extracts must be 
marked and observed. • • 

The Secretary to the Govcrnrn^iit of India to the Resident at Lahore, 

Fort William, October 3, 18^8. 

** As may have been anticipated by you, from the earnest desire 
expressed by the Government, from the earliest communication 
made to you, after the commencement of the rebellion at Mooltan,* 
that the fortress of Goviiidgurh should, in accordance* wdth the 
terms of the Treaty of Bljyrowal, be occupied by British troops,; 
the Governor-General in Council is perfectly satisfied with the’iii- 
telliuence now communicated to him.’’ 


The Secretary to the Government of huJia to the Resident at Lahore, 

“ Fort ^^*^illiam, October 3, 1848. 

‘‘ 1 am desired to intimate to you, tliat the Governor-General in 
Council considers the State of Laliore to be, to all intents and pur- 
l)oses, directly at war witli the Britisli Government ; aqd he expects 
that those who may be, directly or indirectly, concerned in these 
]iroceedings, will be treated accordingly, by yourself and your 
utficews .” — {Punjaiib Pippers, 1849, pp. 374, 375.) 


The Resident at Lahore to the Secretary with the Governor-General. 

“ Lahore, December 2, 1848. 

“ The Commander-in-Chief had^^rossed the Eavee ; misrepresen- 
tations of the purposes of the* British Government Avere being 
sedulously cirdfilated by the disaffected ; and thoso whose interests 
are on the side of the British supremacy in the Bunjaub, were 
urgeqb with me, as to the expediency of putting forth some de- 
claration to the people, which would allay the genei-al apprehen- 
sion that was felt, at the advance of the Commander- in-Cliief. 
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“ The insurgents have sent, throughout the provinoes, inflamma- 
tory p!^ers, in which they style themselves the United Khalsa, 
the loyal and obedient subjects of Maharajah Duleep Sing, whom 
the British oppressors have imprisoned, and in which they declai*e 
that the object of the British Government is the wholesde ex^r- 
• mination of^the^Sikhs indiscriminately, and the suppression of tte. 
Khalsa relijgion. 

“There is nothing too eitmvagant for the common peoide of 
India to believe, if it is told them by their priests and the Sirdars ; 
tfie r^orf that the oflfenfces gt the rebels were to be visited on the 
Sikh population al*large, was gaining extensive credit, and the in- 
surgent leaders were, on this account, gaining the sympathies of 
many, £tnd extensive a&clitions to theii* ranks, wliieh they would, 
otherwise, have been without. 

“ I, considered it, therefore, necessary to counteract their ma- 
••chinations at once, by a declaration to the people of the Punjaub, 
of the real object of the present advance of the British army.” 

Now let us hear “ the real object”, agcording to the proclama- 
tion. 

• • Proclamation hy the Eesldcnt at Lahore. 

“November 18, 1848. 

“ To the subjects, servants, and dei)endents of the Lahore State, 
Sind the residents, of all classes and castes, whether Sikh, Mussul- 
man, or other, within the territories of Maharajah Uiileep Sing, 
from the Beas to the mountains beyond Peshawiir. "Whereas cer- 
tain evil-disposed persons and traitors, lisive excited rebellion and 
insurrection, and have seduced portions of the population of the 
Punjaub from thek allegiance, and have raised an aimed opposi- 
tion to the Blitish authority ; and whereas the condign punishment 
of the insurgents is necessary ; therefore, the British army, under 
the command of the Eight Honourable the Commander-in-i]!hief, 
has entered the Punjaub districts. The army will not return to 
its cantonments, until the full punishment of all insiergents* has 
been effected, all armed opposition to constitutJbd authority l)ut 
down, and obedience and order have btjan re-fstablished. 

“And, whereas it is not the desire of the British Government 
that those who are innocent of the above offences, who have taken 
no part, secretly or openly, in the»disturbanct‘s, and who have re- 
mained faithful in their obedience to the government^ of JVfaharajah 
Duleep Sing, be they Sikh, or be they of any other class, should 
suffer with the guilty; therefore, all persons who are not, con- 
cerned, directly or indirectly, in the present disturbances, are 
assured that they have nothing to fear from the coming of the 
British army. Such persons are exhorted to remain, without ap- 
prehension* in their villages and homes, and, as loyal \aibjectR of 
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the Maliarajah, J)o give every aid by providiug carriage, supplies, 
and the like, to the army which has entered the Lahore territgHes, 
not as an enemy to the constituted Government, but to restore 
order and obedience. Furthermore, all classes of the community, 
be they Sikh, or be they of any other caste or tribe, who, merely* 
thpsagh ignorance, may have been led away, by tk§ fajse state- 
ments of the evil-disposefi and insurgent Sirdars and others, and 
diave left their homes, and assembled' themselves* under the 
standard of rebellion, are hereby admonished instantly to separate 
themselves from the insurgents, and to ?^turft to their villages. * If. 
they do* so now, without hesitation or delay, no injury will happen 
to them ; if they neglect this warning a»d advice, certain destruc- 
tion will come upon them, in common with Ihe other insurgents 
and rebels, and disturbers of the public peace.” 


Inclosure 9 in No. 42. 

The Secretary vnth the Governor -General to the Resident at Lahore, 

“ Camp, Sirhiiid, December 14, 1848. 

“ The Governor-General approves of your having issued this pro- 
clamation.” — (Punjauh Pa]jers, 1849, pp. 448, 449.) 


The riiEvious Pkoclamatiox Coxfikmed. 

Extract of Proclamation hy the Residcnt»at Lahore^ under orders 
from the Chvernor-General, 

, "" Lahore Kesidency, February 5, 1849. 

" A proclamalion was issued by Sir Frederick Currie, on the 
18th of November last I now, again, make known, b*y order of 
the. Governor-General, the terms on which alone pardon may still 
be obtained.” — Punjauh Papers, 1849, p. 591.) 
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The Times, Thursday, August 31, 1882. 

‘“.TME CIAIMS OF AN INDIAN PRINCE. 

« 

"TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES. 

• ‘iSiif, — ^As the era*of dbing justice and restoration appears to 

have dawfted, jtfdging frofn the recent truly liberal and noble act 
of the present Liberal Qovernment, headed, by now, the great 
Gladstone the Just/ I am encouraged to lay before the British 
nation, through the medium of The Times, the injustice which I 
have suffered, in the hope that, alfliough generosity may not be 
lavished upon me to the same extent as has been bestowed upon 
Kihg Cetewayo, yet that some magnanimity might be shown 
towards me by this great Christian Empire. 

“When I succeeded to the throne of the Piinjaub I was only an 
infant, send the Khalsa soldier}’, becoming more and more mutinous 
and overbearing during both my uncle’s and my mother’s Regen- 
cies, at last, unprovoked, crossed the Sutlej and attacked tlie 
friendly British Power, and was completely defeated and entirely 
routed by the English Army. 

“ Had, at that time, my dominions been annexed to the British 
territories, I would have now not a word to say, for I was at that 
time an independent Chief at the head of an independent people, 
and any penalty which might liave been then inflicted would have . 
been perfectly just; but that kind, true Englisli gentleman, the 
late Lord Hardinge, in consideration of tlie friencLship which Tiad 
existed between the British Empire and tlie ‘ Lion of tlie Punjaub*, 
replaced me on my throne, and the diamond Koh-i-noor on my arm, 
at one of the Durbars. The Council of Regency, which was ’then 
created to govern the country during my minority, flndin^ that it 
was not in their power to rule the Punjaub unaided, appli^»d for 
assistance to the representative of the Britisl^ Gove^nnientj^who, 
after stipulating for absolute power to control every (loverninent 
department, entered into the Bliyrowal Treaty witli me, by which 
was guaranteed that I should be protected on my throne until 1 , 
attained the age of sixteen -years, the P>ritisli also furnishing 
troops both for the above objecE and presdlwatio^^ of jx'ace in tlie 
country, in consideration of a certain sum to he paid to them an- 
nually by my Durbar, for the maintenance of that force. 

“ Thus the British nation, with open eyes, assumed my gunrdian- 
ship, the nature of which is clearly defined in a proclamation sub- 
sequently issued by Lord Hardinge’a orders on the 20th of August 
1847, which declares that the lender age of the Mahgfajah Duleep 
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Singh onuses liim to feel the interest of a father in the education 
and guardianship of the young Prince. — {Vide Punjaub Pape^is at 
the British Museum.) • 

“Two English officers carrying letters bearing my signature 
were despatched by the British Resident, in conjunction with 
Durbar, to take possession of the fortress of Mooltan and the 
surrounding district in my name, but my servant, Mo61m^, refusing 
^to acknowledge my authority, caused tiieiii to be put to death, 
whereupon both tlie late Sir F. Currie and the bi;^ive- Sir Herbert 
Edwardes most urgently requested the ®omr*iander-in-Chief of Jtlu3 ' 
British, forces at Simla, as there wert3 not sirfficient Eiiglisli 
soldiers at Lahore at the time, to send some European troops 
without delay in order to crush this reSellioit in the bud, as. they 
affirmed that the consequences could not be calculated which 
might follow if it were allo\i^ed to spread; but the late Lord 
Gough, witli the concurrence of the late Marquis of l^alhouSie, 
refused to comply with their wishes, alleging the unhealthiness* of 
the season as his reason for doing so. 

, “ ;My case at that time was exactly similar to what the Khe- 

, dive's is at this moment; Arabi being, in his present position, to 
liis master what ^Moolraj was to me — viz., a rebel. 

“ At last, very tardily, the British Government sent troops (as 
has been d(jne in Egyi)t) to quell the rebellion, which had by that 
time vastly increased in the Punjaub, and who entered my terri- 
tories, headed l)y a proclamation, issued b^ Lord Dalhousie’s 
orders, to the following effect : — 

“‘Tncloserc No. 8 in No. 42. — To the subjects, servants, and de- 
. pen»lents of 1 he Lahore State, and residents of all classes and castes, 
whetlier Sikhs, Mussulmans, or others within the territories of Maharajah 
Dukfep Singh. ..... Whereas certain evil-disposed persons and 
traitors have excited rebellion and insuiTection, and have seduced por- 
tions of the population of the Punjaub from their allegiance, and have 
raised an armed opposition to the British authority ; and whereas the 
condign punishment of the^insiirgents is necessary, . . . therefore 

the British Army, under the command of the Right Hon. the Com- 
mandei^in-Chi»f, has entered the Punjaub districts. The army will not 
return* to its canton i^mts until the full punishment of all insurgents 
lias been effected, all opposition to the constituted authority put down, 
and obedience and order have been re-established.^ 

* Thus it is clear from the above that the British Comniander-in- 
Chief did ijot enter m 3 %dominions*as a conqueror, nor the army to 
stay there, and, flierefore, it is not correct to asseii, as some do, 
that the Punjaub was a military conquest. 

“ ‘ And -whereas it is not the desire of the British Government that 
those who are innocent of the above offences, who have taken no part, 
secretly or openly, in the disturbances, and who have remained faithful 
ill their obedience to the Government of Maharajah Duleep Singh . . 

. . should suffer with the guilty.’ • 
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" But after order was restored, and finding only a helpless child 
to ^eal with, and the temptation being too strong^ Lord Dalhousie 
annexed the Punjaub, instead of carrying out the solemn com* 
pact entered into by the British Government at Bhyrowal ; sold 
almost all my personal, as well as all my private property, con- 
‘^sisting of jewels, gold and silver plate, even some of my wearing 
apparel and* household furniture, and % distributed the proceeds, 
amountiifg {I was told) £250,000, as prize money among those 
very troops. who had come to put down rebellion against my* 
authority. , i 

“ Thus* I, the innocent, who never lifted up even my little 
finger against tbe British Government, was made to suffer in the 
same manner wdth my o\\^ subjects who would not acknowledge 
my authority, in spite of the declaration of the above-quoted Pro- 
clamation that it is not the desire #f the British Government that 
tht3 innocent should suffer with the guilty. 

•“ Lord Dalhousie, in writing to the Secret Committee of the 
late Court of Directors, in order to justify his unjust act, among 
other arguments employs the following. He says : — 

• 

“ * It has been objected that the present dynasty in the Punjaiih 
cannot with justice be subverted, since the Maharajah Duleep Singh, 
being yet a minor, can hardly be held responsible for the acts of the 
nation. With deference to those by whom these views have been enter- 
tained, 1 must dissent entirely from the soundness of this doctrine. It 
is, I venture to thinl#^ altogether iintenablc as a principle ; it lias boon 
disregarded heretofore in practice and disregarded in the case of the 
Maharajah Duleep Singh.* When in 1845 me Khalsa army bivaded 
our territories, the Maharajah was not held to be free from responsibility,- 
nor was he exempted from the consequences of the acts of the people. 
On the contniry, the Government of India confiscated to itaelF the 
richest prgvinces of the Maharajah’s kingdom, and was applauded for 
the moderation which had exacted no more. If the Maharajah was not 
exempted from responsibility on the plea of his tender years at the age 
of eight, he cannot on that plea be entitled to exemption frl9m a like 
responsibility now that he is three years older. ’ 

• • 

# • 

“ But in thus arguing. His Lordship became blind to the fact 
that in 1845, when the Khalsa armyinvadfed the British territories, 
I was' an independent chief, but after the ratification of the Bhy— 
rowal treaty I was made the wjrd of the British nation ; and how 
could I, under these circumstances, be field riipponsible for the 
neglect of m^ Guardians in not crushing Moolraj's rebellion at 
once, the necessity of doing which was clearly and repeatedly 
pointed out by the British Itesident at Lahore ? ■ • 

"Again, His Lordship says: 'The British Government has 
rigidly observed the obligations which the treaty imposed on them, 
and fully acted up to the spirit and letter of its contract.’ • No 
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donbb all this was or may have been true, except so far that 
neither peace Was preserved in the country nor I protected (yx my 
throne till I aCtained the age of sixteen years ; two very important 
stipulations of that treaty. 

“.He further alleges': ‘ In return for the aid of the British troops 
they (my Durbar) bound themselves to pay to us a subsidy of 

lakhs (£220,000) pea annum, . . . from tll9 day when 'that 

treaty was signed to the present hour, pot one rupee h&s ever been 
paid.’ 

“ Now, the above statement is not# cor]jBct, because of thf fol> 
lowing despatch which exists: 'Encltsiire Noj» 5 in No. 23,' the 
Acting Resident at Lahore affirms, ' The Durbar *has paid into this 
treasury gold to* the value of Rs. 13,56,^37 Oot (£135,837 14s. Irf., 
taking the value of a rupee at 2s.) 

“ Likewise, Lord Dalhousk alludes to Sirdar Chuttur Singh’s 
conduct. Enclosure 19 in No. 36 will show those who care to 
look for it the reprimand which Captain Abbott then received ' 
from the Resident for his treatment of that Chief, who, after that, 
M'ith his sons, without doubt, believed that the Bhyrowal Treaty • 
was not going to be carried out; and, judging from the events 
• which followed, were they right in their views, or were they not ? 

“ 1. Thus 1 have been most unjustly deprived of my kingdom/^ 
yielding, as shown by Lord Dalhousie’s own computation in (I 
‘ think) 1850, a surplus revenue of some £500,000, and no doubt 
now vastly exceeds that sum. 

"'2. I have also been prevented, unjustly, from receiving the 
rentals of my private estates [rjich Prpisep’s History of the Sikhs, 
compiled for the Government of India) in the Punjaub, amounting 
to some £130,000 per annum, since 1849, although my private 
pwperty is not confiscated by the terras of the annexation which 
I was compelled to sign by iny guardians when I was a minor, 
and, therefore, I presume it is an illegal document, and I am still 
the lawful Sovereign of the Punjaub ; but this is of no moment, 
for rum quite contenfr to be the subject of my Most Gracious 
Sovereign, no matter how it was brought about, for her gracious- 
ness*towar(te me has been boundless. 

'*^3. All my pdbsonal property has also been taken from me, 
'excepting £20,000 w^rth, ^diich I was informed by the late Sir 
John Login was permitted to be taken with me to Futtehghur 
when I was exiled ; and the rest, ^mounting to some £250,000, (dis- 
posed of ^s stated befora What is still more unjust in my case 
is, tliat most ^1* my servants who remained faitWul to me were 
permitted to retain all their personal and private property, and to 
enjoy, the rentals of their landed estates (or jagheers), given to 
them by me and my predecessors ; whereas I, their master, who did 
not even lift up my little finger against the British nation, was 
npt considered worthy to be treated on the same footing of equality 
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with them, because, I suppose, my sin being that I happene(bto be 
the w|ird of a Christian power. 

" Tlfe enormous British liberality permits a life stipend of 
£25,000 per annum, which is i*educed by certain charges (known 
to^the proper authorities) to some £13,000, to be paid to me from 
the revenues of India. 

“ Lately ,*ain !S:ct of Parliament has been passed by wdiich, snin^ 
months hence, ^he munificar.it sum of some £2,000 will be added 
to my above stated available income, but on tlie absolute condition 
Irhat jny estates must b^ sold at my death, tluis causing my dearly- 
loved English hane to bt? broken up, and comi^elling my de- 
scendants to seek some other asylum. 

“ A yery meagre provision, considering of what and how I have 
been deprived, has ^so been made for my successors. 

“If one righteous man was found wi the two most wicked cities 
of tile world, I pray God that at least one honourable, just, ami 
noble Englishman may be forthcoming out of this Cliristian land 
of liberty and justice to advocate my cause in Parliament, other- 
• wise wdiat chance have I of obtaining justice, considering that my 
despoiler,*guardian, judge, advocate, and jury is the British nation 
, itself ? 

' “Generous and Christian Englishmen, accord me a just and 
liberal treatment for the sake of the fair name of your nation, of 
which I have now the honour to be a naturalised member, for it is 
more blessed to give than to take. 

“ I have the honour to remain, Sir, your most obliged servant, 

‘ ' “LULEEP SINGH. 

“Elvedon Hall, Thetford, Suffolk, Aug. 28.^' 


The Times, Thursday ^ Aiujust 31, 1882. 

“ We print elsewliere a somewhat singularletter from the M'aliara- 
jah Ilhuleep Singh. P2ncouraged,a3 it would seem,by the restor,Rtion 
of Cety wayo, he puts forward an impassioned ple^ for tile consi(]era- 
tion of his own claims. On a first glance, his letter reads as if he 
demanded nothing less than to be replaced '•on the throne of the 
Punjaub. He professes to establish his right to that position and 
then to waive it, magnanimously avowing that he is quite content 
to be the subject of his Most Gracious Soveifeign, ')£hose»gracioiis- 
ness towards hftn has been boundless. His real object, however, 
is far less ambitious. It is to prefer a claim for a more generous 
treatment of his private affairs at the hands of the Indian Govern- 
ment. In lieu of the Sovereignty of the Punjaub, with its un- 
bounded power and unlimited resources, ‘the enormous British 
liberality*, he complains, permits him only a life stipend, of £25,000 
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per annum, which is reduced by certain charges to some £13,00(1 
All that he Has hitherto succeeded in obtaining from the ?ndian 
Government iS an arrangement, lately sanctioned by Act of ’Parlia- 
ment, whereby he will receive an addition of £2,000 to his annual 
income, on condition that his estates are sold at his death, in order 
to liquidate his liabilities, and provide for his widow and children. 
* It is really against this arrangement that the Meftiarainh appeals. 
His argument concerning his dejure Sovereignty of *the Punjaub is 
manifestly only intended to support his pecuniary claims. If 
these were settled to his satisfaction, he \^uld doubtless be, con*, 
tent, and more than content, to die, m he has dived, tan English 
country gentleman, with estates swarming with game, and with an 
income sufficient for his needs. Thfs is a sort of appeal, to its 
justice and generosity with which the English public is not un- 
familiar. Uhuleep Singh ia^ not the first dispossessed Eastern 
Prince who has felt himself aggrieved by the dispositions of the 
Indian Government, nor is this the first occasion on which his*own 
claims have been heard of. For a long time he preferred a claim 
for the Kohinoor, of which he alleged that he had been wrongfully 
despoiled. Now, it is his pfivate estates in India which h« declares 
•have been confiscated without adequate compensation. No one, of 
course, would wish that a Prince in the Maharajah's position 
should be ungenerously treated. He is, as it were, a ward of the 
English nation, and even his extravagances might be leniently re- 
garded. But as the claim, now publicly preferred by the Ma- 
harajah, has been disallowed, after full consideration, by successive 
Governments, both in India and this country, it may not be amiss 
to show that his case is by no means so strong as he still affects to 
consider it. 

‘•The events^ of two Sikh wars, and their sequel, have probably 
faded out of tlie memory of most of our readers. They’ are, how- 
ever, accurately stated, so far as the main facts are concerned, in 
the -Maharajah's letter. It is not so much with these facts as 
with tlie Maharajah's inferences from them, and with certain other 
facts which he has not found it convenient to state. It is perfectly 
true fliat, afffer the overthrow of ‘Khalsa' power in the sanguinary 
battlb of Sobraon, lord Hardinge declined to annex the Punjaub, 
and replaced the Maharajah ^n the throne under the Eegency of 
his mother, the Eanee, assisted by a Council of Sirdars. This 
settlement, however, proved a failure, and was replaced 'by the 
arrangemejit made un^r the Bhytowal Treaty, whereby the entire 
control and guicfance of affairs was vested in the British Eesident, 
and the presence of British troops was guaranteed until the Maha- 
rajah should attain his majority. The second Sikh war, which 
began with the revolt of Moolraj in 1848, soon proved the futility 
of this aiTangement'also; and after the surrender of Mooltan and 
tin; battle of Guzerat, which finally-broke the reviving power of 
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the Khalsa, Lord Dalliousie, who had succeeded Lord Hardittge as 
Govei^aor-General, decided that the time had come Tor the incor- 
poratio'n of the Punjaiib with the British Dominions in India. 
Dhuleej) Singh was at this time only eleven years of age, but he 
had been recognised for more than three years as the Sovereign of 
the Punjaub, and by the advice of his Durbar at Lahore he signed 
the teniis s*ettlenieiit proposed b}" the British Commissioner7 
whereby he renounced ‘ foir himself, his heirs, and his successors, 
all right, title, andr claim to the Sovereignty of the Punjaub, or to 
diiy oov^reigii power v liatfver.’ By subse([ueiit clauses of the 
same instrifment all tlie iSroperty of the State, of wliatever de- 
scription, and wheresoever found', \. as confiscated to tlie East India 
(\)inpiu»iy; the Koliindor was surreiidered to the (^fiiei'ii of Eng- 
land ; a pension of not less than four, and not exceeding five, lakhs 
of rupees was secured to the ]\Iaharjfjah ‘ for tl:(^ su]>])ort of liini- 
, self, his relatives, and tlie servants of the State'; aiul tla* C’oni- 
pany undertook to treat tlie ilaharajali witli respeci and linneur, 
and to allow liim to retain tlie title (»f ' ^Maharajah l)liulee]» Singh, 

* Bahadoor'. Of tiiis instriinient, tin* Alaharajali inov says that Ik*, 
was conijielleid to sign it- hy his gii.irdians when he was a niiiior, 
.and he argues that the political neees^iiv which dictated it wa- 
due to the Wc/fcs* of tlie Indian Oovernincnt, which had failed l<t 
fulfil the pledges of tin* Bliyrioval Treaty, and had allowed tin* 
revolt of Jfoolraj to develop into a Sikh rehtdlioii. 

“In answer to these allegations, it is snhicient to quote the Pepoi l 
of the British Commissioner who jivesented the tevins for signature. 
'The iiayieiV he says, 'was ♦^hen Incnded to the ^laharajali, who iin- 
inediately affixed his signature. The alacrity with which lie took 
the fiapei’s wdien offered w'as a matter of r(*niark to all, and sug- 
gested the idea that possibly he had been instructed by his advise.rs 
that any show’’ of hesitation might lead to the suhstitution of 
terms less favourable than tho.se wdiich he had l^een offered.' 
Moreover, the jdea that the Maharajah w^as a minor, and there- 
fore not a free agent, is fatal to liis owm' case; he was tw\^ years 
younger when the Bhyrowal Treaty was signed, and younger still 
when the settlement of Lord Hardinge replaced him on the throne, 
and restored to him the Sovereignty which he even now ackhow'- 
ledges might at that time have bcemrightly forfeited. AVe need 
not dwell on this point, how^ever. The Maharajah himself would 
hardly press it. His claim of Sovereignty is merely intended 
to cover his claim for money. ' He never ‘was much more than 
nominal Soverftgn of the I'unjaub, and he probably desires nothing 
so little at this moment as the restitution of his sovereign rights. 
The political question has long been closed ; it only remains to 
consider whether the personal and financial question still remains 
open. The Maharajah complains that he was deprived of his per- 
sonal and j)rivate property — with insignificant exceptions^andcof 
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the rentals of his landed estates. There is, liowever, no mention 
of private prejperty in tlie terms of settlement accepted ,8y the 
Maharajah, and a minute of Lord Dalhousie recorded in 1855, 
states explicitly that at the time the riinjaub was annexed tlie 
youth liad no territories, no lands, no property, to wliich he coirid 
. succeed. The pension accorded by the East India* Cojnpany was 
plainly intended to supj^ort the Maharajah in becoming state, and 
to provide for his personal dependenfs, and the J5ritish Govern- 
ment expressly reserved to itself the right of allotting only suc|^ 
])ortion as it thouglit fit of the ‘Eour*Lakfi Fund’, as the? pehsion 
was called, to tlie Maharajah’s personal use. So?long ago as 185.*), 
Lord JJalliousie wrote a despatch intended to remove from tlie 
]\Iaharajah’s mind all idea that the Four Lakh Fund wouM ulti- 
mately revert to himself, and characterising such an idea as ‘en- 
tirely erroneous’. * , 

“The Indian Government, however, has certainly not deal^ un- 
geiiei’niisiy with the ]Maharajah. It is true that it has not recog- 
nised his claim to certain private estates no record of which exists, , 
still less luis it listened to ^my of liis attempts to assail the validity 
of tlie instrument whereby Iiis sovereignty was extinguished. For 
‘some years after tlie annexation Ids ]>ersonal allowance out of the \ 
Four Lakh Fund was fixed at £12,500 a year — a sum which was 
.considered entirely satisfactory by the leading Ministers of the 
Durliar wliich assented and advised the Maharajah to assent to 
the terms ol‘ 1840. But in 1859 this allowance was doubled, and 
the jMaharajah himself more than once acknowledged, in subse- 
(jiKMit years, the liberality of the*arrangements made. The allow- 
ance of £25,000 a year has been reduced to the £13,000 mentioned 
by the* Maharajah in his letter, not by any act of the Indian 
Government, but by what, if he were only an English country 
gentlemen, we should be compelled to call extravagj^flice, though 
as he is an Eastern Prince it is more generous, perhaps, to de- 
scribe. it as niagiiificenccig He first bought a property in Gloucester- 
shire, Init this was sold some years ago, and his present estate at 
Elveden, in ^ufiblk, was purchased for £138,000, the money being 
advanced by the (government, and interest for the loan to the 
amount of £5,664 per annum being paid by the Maharajah. Some 
two or three years agif the Home Government of India proposed 
to release the Maharajah from payment of this annual sum pro- 
vided that he would consent to sale of the estate, either at 
once or afc his death, for the repayment of the principal of the 
loans advanced. This proposal, however, was rejected by the 
Indian Government, which maintained in very strong and plain 
language* that the Maharajah had already been treated with ex- 
ceptional liberality and that if lie wanted more money he should 
sell his estate. The Indian Government remained inexorable, but 
the? liberalitjT^ of the Home Government was not yet oxhausted. 
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The Maharajah had built a house at Elveden at a cost of XOOjOOO, 
and hJd borrowed £40,000 from a London banking firm for the 
purpose* For this loan £2,000 interest had to be paid, and the 
India Office has lately sanctioned the repayment of the capital 
sum without making any further charge on the Maharajah. It is 
•to this arrangei^ent, and to the Act of Parliament which sanctions 
it, that the J^faharajah refers with some bitterness at the close of 
his letter. In brder to settle his affairs and to provide for liis 
wife and family, the Act of Parliament requires that his estate 
a£ Elreddii should be si)ld hfter his death. Hinc Ulce lacrymm. 
An arguineift, whfiili starts 7rom the sovereign claims of the son 
of the ‘ Lion of the Puiijaub’^, ends somewhat ridiculously, though 
not witfeout a touch of pathos, with the sorrows of the Squire of 
Elveden. Diileep Singh began life as the Maharajah of the Pun- 
jaub,^with absolute power and boundless wealth, if he had only 
•.been old enough to enjoy them, and if the Kholsa would only 
have *allo wed him to do so ; he is not even allowed to end it as an 
English country- gentlemen, leaving an encumbered estate and 
'an embarrassed heir. There is really a certain tragedy about the 
whole matter. Fate and the Pritish I’ower have deprived the 
^.Maharajah of the Sovereignty to which he was born. He has 
done his best to become an English squire, and if lie has li\'ed 
beyond his income he may plead abundance of cxamjiles in the 
class to which he has attached himself ; yet he is forced to bear 
the consequences himself, and not to inflict them on his cliildren 
and descendants, as an English squire would be able to do. The 
whole case is one which ifc is very difficult to judge iqion an}' 
abstract principles. It is no doubt the duty of every man to live 
within his income, and yet, if the Maharajah had failed to ffcquire 
a virtue rare indeed among Eastern Princes, and not too common 
in the class to which he belongs by adoption, there is no English- 
man but would feel ashamed if he or his descendants were thereby 
to come to want. At the same time it is impossible for the Indian 
Government, which has claims on its .slender resources more 
urgent than those of the magnificent scpiire of Elveden, to 
guarantee him indefinitely against the consequences ‘ of lus own 
improvidence. At any rate, it is safe to warn him against encum- 
l)ering his x)er.sonal claims by political pkias which are wliolly 
inadmissible. He is very little likely to excite sympathy for his 
pecuniary troubles by his bold/ but scarcely successful, attempt 
to show that if he could only come by his^ own^ he isi still the 
lawful Soverei^i of the Ihinjaub.” 
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• The Times, Friday, September 8, 1882. 

.‘‘THE CLAIMS OF THE MAHARAJAH DULEEP SINGH. 

“ TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES. „ 

“ Sir, — As your leading article of Thursday, tlip 31st ult., com- 
' nienting on iny letter of the 28th, which you were so good as to 
publish, contains many inaccuracies /is to inattSrs of faef, which jio 
oiie,^ perhaps, can correct so precise],v niys^f, I t^vRSt you will 
allow me to do so, and to make a few observations. 

“ 1. You say : ‘ All that he has hitherto, succeeded in obtaining 
from the Indian Government is an arrangement, lately sanctioned 
by Act of Parliament, wl^ereby he will receive an addition of 
£2,000 to his annual income on condition that his estates are sold 
at his death, in order to li(|ui(late his liabilities and provide., for his 
widow and children. Jt is really against this arrangement that 
the Maharajah appeals.* 

“ I do not really appeal against the above arrangement, but what 
I do certainly think unjust in it is that I am not permitted to 
repay during my life the loan which is to ))e made under, it-i- 
£l(i,000 having already been advanced to me — and that I am 
thus forbidden to preserve, by a personal sacrifice, their English 
home to my descendants. In last Ajnil I sent a cheque for 
£o,54o 14*'., representing capital and compound interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent, to the India^ Office, but it was returned to me. 

“My widow and children, should I. leave any, were already 
provided for under arrangements which existed before this Act 
was passed. 

“ 2. Witli reference to your quotation from the British Com- 
missioner as to my ‘ alacrity’ in signing the terms, I have simply 
to sav that, being then a child, I did not understand what I was 
signiiig. 

“ 3. ‘ Moreover,* you say, ‘ the plea that the Maharajah was a 
mftior, aiwl, therefore, not a free agent, is fatal to his own case ; 
he was t\vo yeai« younger when the Bhyrowul Treaty was signed, 
and younger still w]ien the settlement of Lord Hardinge replaced 
him on the throne, and restored to him the sovereignty wdiich he 
even now acknowledges might at that time have been rightly for- 
feited. We need n<)t dwell on* this point, however. The Maha- 
rajah himselPw^ould hardly press it.’ 

“ But, \vhether it is fatal to my case or not, I do press it, and 
maintain that after the ratification of the Bhyrowal Treaty I was 
a ward of the British nation, and that it was unjust on the part of 
the guardian to deprive me of my kingdom in consequence of a 
failure in the guardianship. 
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‘‘Here are Lord Hardinge’s own words: ‘Rut, in additioir to 
these considerations of a political nature, the Governor-General is 
bound tcTbe guided by tlie obligations wliioh the British Govern- 
ment has contracted when it consented to be the guardian of the 
youijg Prince during his minority .’ — (Vide page 49, Pinijauh 
Pixpers, 1847-49.)^ 

“ 4. ‘ The iifalialajah complains,’ you wotdd say, ‘ that he was 
deprived of his personal and ^uivate projierfy — with insignificant 
exceptions — and ofethe rentals of his landed estates. There is, 
hot^evef, ne mention of private i)roperty in the terms of settle- 
ment acceptec> by tl5' Mahara,t*cih,and a minute of Lord Didhousie, 
lecorded in 1855, states explicitly that at the time the Ihinjaub 
was annei^ed tlie youth had 11 % territories, no lands, no ]»roperty, 
to which he could succeed.’ My reply is that, at the time of the 
annexation, I had succeeded to territories, lands, and j)ersonal pro- 
perty, and was in possession, and these possessions were held in 
trust afid managed for me, under treaty, by tlie British Govern- 
ment. 

•“That I had succeeded and was possessed of privat eestates in 
land is a historical fact and a matter of public nicord. Jloreover, 
these estates had belonged to my family, one of them having been 
aScpiired by marriage, before my father attained to sovereignty. 
The statement in Lord Dalhousie’s minute only amounts to a 
denial of the existence of the sun by a blind man ; and there ai*e 
none so blind as those who will not see. 

“ And now, with regard to my alleged extravagance ; these are 
the facts. The life stipend of £25,900 allotted to me lias to bear 
the following deductions : — (1) £5,664 interest payable to the 
Government of India ; (2) about £3,000 as jiremium on policies of 
insurance on my life, executed in order to add to the ipeagre pro-* 
vision made fpr my descendants by the British Government and 
as security for the loan from my bankers; (3) £1,000 per annum 
for two pensions of £500 per annum eacli, to the widows of tlv,^ 
superintendent appointed by Lord Ilalhousie*to take charge* ol^nie 
after the annexation, and of my kind friend, the late controller .of 
my establishment, besides which there is some £300 i^er aiinuni 
payable in pensions to old servants in India. * 

“ In order to be able to receive His IVyal Highness the Prince 
of Wales, and to return the hospitality of men of my own position 
in life, and because I was advised, and considered, not, 1 think, 
unreasonably, that the rank granted to me Ify He^ ^laj«sty re- 
quired it to be deme, I expended some £32,000 — not £60,000, as 
you w^ere informed — in alterations and repairs to the old house <>11 
this estate ; suitable furniture cost £8,000 more. • • 

“At a cost of some £3,000 I have purcliased life annuities to be 
paid to the before-mentioned widow ladies, in case they should 
survive me. . . • 
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About £8,000 more liad to be borrowed from my bankers on 
mortgage, to •complete the ot* this estate, as tlie»money 

l(*,iit to me by the Government of Jndia was insutticieiit 'by that 
amount. Thus my debts am«juiit to soiiiething like £44,000, of 
•which £30,000 is covered by policies of insurance, £8,000^ by 
mortgage, and the remainder ani])ly secured by personal assets.. 
’ ’'I'herefore, instead of *ny estates being lieavil./ enfjfiinbered, my 
.lanrs, if I were to die* at this moment, would succeed to a house 
and furniture, which are worth much more tluyi £30,000, without 
any liahiliiy, besides some £70,O00* secyi*ed by insurance jon my 
life... • ^ • 

“ 1 think you are bound to acquit the S(|uire of Elveden of 
extravagance. ^ • • 

“ WIkui the agricultural depression set in I requested the Home 
• (n»\crnment to make an allowance tliat would enable me to main- 
tain my ])Osition, and tliey kindly, after causing all my acCounts, 
to Ik* examined, liel])ed me witli £10,000, but did not accuse me 
of extravagance. Subse<|uently, pending the consideration of my 
affairs, somi^ £r»,000 or £7,000 more was advanced to pay olf 
])res.sing bills, as during that time I had not completed the 
arrangements for reducing my establishment. Gut of tlie abov^ 
loan al>out £10,000 was invested in live and dead stoc*k on farmS 
in hand, and would be forthctuning, if demanded, at a very short 
notice. 

“ Thus the extravagance during my residence at Elveden is re- 
duced to the fabulous sum of some £I2,00fj, and I i)Ossess enough 
personalty, beyond any <|uesiion, discharge debts to that 
amount, and some £0,000 more, shoidd they exist at my death. 

“ In conimon justice, therefore, Mr. Editor, I ask you to enable 
iwo to contradict, in as prominent a manner as they were brought 
forward in your most influential journal, the rumojirs as to my 
extravagance. 

. “ In the first i)aragraph of your leading article of Thursday, the 

31st ultimo, you say that ‘the claim now imhlicly preferred by the 
^Maharajah has been disallowed after full consideration by succes- 
sive Goveftiinents, both in India and this country.* Yes — it is very 
easy to disallow ?t claim without hearing the real claimant. 

“ The English law grafts the accused the chance of proving 
himself not guilty, hut L am condemned unheard : is this jnst ? 

I remain,^^ir, your most obliged, 

• • * ‘‘DULEEE 8INGH.** 


“ Elveden Hall, Thetford, Suffolk, Sept. Gth.** 
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Ev*en wilder the cloud of %s’itu]jeration with which Lord Dalhoiisie 
tried to inystffy whV« lie callM the “conquest” of the Punjaub;the 
nature of the transaction mqst soon liave become unpleasantly 
manifest* throughout Imlia, but for the decent covering provided 
by the “Terms” of 1849, imposed upon the Maharajah Diileep Singh, 
liimsel/ a minor, through the formal act and deed of his Council of 
J/egeiicy. Hardl}’ a show of negotiation or discussion was per- 
mitted! Their signatures were extorted Irom the Councillors, 
whose conduct throughout the rebellion had been irreproacli- 
alde, by threats that if tliey refused to sjgii, tlieir landed estates 
would be confiscated, and the Maharajah and themselves would be 
Ijjft to the Governor-Cieiierars “ mercy”, as persons entitled to no 
‘ allowance whatever”, and to no “ consideration”. Sir Henry Elliot, 
who was the IJritisli C'omniissioner on tlie occasion, writes as fol- 
lows : — 

‘The Dewan,” Ilajnli*l)eena Xath, “ who was much more deli- 
berate and reserved than Ids colleague,” Lajali Tej Singh, “com- 
mented on the severity of the condftions.” 

“ I replied that, if they refused to accept the terms which the 
(k)vernor-General oftered, tlie Maharaj.ah and themselves would be 
entirely at his mercy, and I had no authority to say that they 
would be entitled to receive any allowance whatever.” 

“ If they did not subscribe to the conditions, I could not promise 
that any consideration would be shown to tl^m.” 

“ After much more parley, during whicli I convinced theih of 
my resolute determination to yield no point, they expressed their 
willingness to sign the Paper, and signed it accor^lingly, not with- 
out evident sorrow and repugnance on the part'of the Dewan.”* 

Thus the British Commissioner who ‘preseifted the “Terms” for 
signature, as also in a passage quoted, with singular misapprehen- 
sion of its bearings, by the writer the Times article, substantially 
admits the terror, on behalf of their Prince as 'well as of tlieir own 
future, by which*^the Councillors of Eegency were compelled to 
accede to the “Terms”. “The paper,” says the Commissioner, 

“ was then handed to the Maharajah, who immediately affixed liis 
signature. The alacrity with wliich he took the papers when 
oifered was a matter of remark to all, and suggests the idea that 

Puvjmih Papers, 1849, pp. 649, 650, 653. < 
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possibly he had been instructed by liis adyisers tliat an}" show of 
liesitation iifl^ht lead to the substitution of terms less faA^iirable 
than those w^iich lie had been offered.”* • 

“ His advisers,” as we have just seen, had, in fact, been threat- 
•eued wdth^the substitution of terms” amounting to proscription 
and ruin for themselves and their infant Prince. / 

As for the demeanoiir and impressions of t^ Tmharajah him- 
.self, and ‘^he alacrity’^or levity y witl* which he “tjooi the papers”, 
and “affixed his signature”, it is enough to say^hat he was a child, 
eleven years of age, and incapable o4* fo^ning a judgment in siich 
matters. • • 

Here is the full text of the “ Terms”, dated the 29th of March 
1 840, “ granted to the IMaharajah Duleep Singh”, which v’ill be 
fouml at p. 653 of the a Jijaiih I\qj(Ts oi 1849; and at pp. 269, 
• 270, vol. ii, of the Colfection commonly called. Aitchison’s 

Treat irs .-f — ’ ^ 

« 

“ 1. His Highness the Maharajah Duleep Singh shall resign l6r him- 
self, his heirs, and his successors, all right, title, and claim to the Sove- 
reignty of the Punjaub, or, to any Sovereign Power whatever. 

“ II. All the property of the State, of w hatever description, and 
wheresoever found, shall be confiscated to the Honourable East Indui 
Ctanpany, in part payment of the debt due by the State of Lahore t?) 
the British Gloveriinient, and of the expenses of the w’ar. 

“III. The gem called the Koh-i-noor, which was taken from Shah 
Shooja ool-MooIk by Maharajah Kunjeet Singh, shall be surrendered by 
the Maharajah of Lahore to the Queen of Englllnd. 

“IV. His Highness Duleep Sii^gh shall receive, from the Honourable 
East India Company, for the support of himself, his relatives, and the 
servants of the State, a pension not less than four, and not exceeding 
five, lakhs of Company’s Rupees per annum, 

* “ V. His Highness shall be treated with respect and honour. He 
shall retain the title of Maharajah Duleep Singh Bahadoo^; and he shall 
continue to receive, during his life, such portion of the above-named 
‘})eHsion as may be allowed to himself personally, provided he shall re- 
inaiii^bedient to the British Government, and shall reside at such place 
as ^le Governor- General of India may select.” 

The British G^veniment remained Guardian of the Maharajah 
after the annexation ; and, since he attained his majority, as 
before, has always exercised the right of interpreting the “Terms”, 
and of allotting the pension prescribed by Article IV. Assuming 
that the assertion oi this right iS quite legitimate, and actually un- 
avoidabfe, it ^ill ought to be exercised with a seijjse of honourable 
responsibility, and cannot fairly be exempt from reasonable inquiry 
and becoming representations by the other party, the Maharajah 
Dul^p fSingh, who signed the Terms of 1849. The Maharajah is 

* A7ite, p. 98, Punjaiib Papers, 1849, p. 652. 

• ^ t Calcutta, 1863. London : Longmaift and Qo. 
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entitled and bound in honour and in duty to plead on behalf of 
his owrf interests under that instrument, the Terms pf 1849, and 
on behalf, likewise, of those for whom as well as for himself lie 
was made to sign, — “ his heirs and successors"’. 

Just because no other power could intervene or arbitrate Iw- 
tween the paK^i^s to the “ Terms” of 1849, — just because the 
Maharajah ifjtlee^Singh was and is the weaker party, unable to 
resist or to appe^ to any external authority, — the British Govern- 
ment was bound; legally and mordlly, to interpret and execute those 
Terms 'with something more* than scrupulous integrity. The 
weaker party *is entitled, by accepted maxims of international and 
common law, to the most libeip,! interpretation of the engagements 
in question, — not from any sentimental considerations of pity or 
generosity, but on the reasonable ground that the stronger part}', 
having been able to do so, must be a^unied to have imposed the 
strictest and most severe terms that were politic and prudent at the 
time, aXd cannot be allowed, at any subsequent period of advantage, 
to enhance their stringency, or to diminish the benefits belonging 
to the weaker party. 

It must hot be supposed that the scrupulous administration of 
tjie annual “four lakh fund” is here impugned. The jnesent 
writer has not the data before him. It would probably retjuiie 
the services of a competent accountant or actuary to settle wlietber 
the Maharajah Duleep Singh has duly ‘"received”, in annual ])ay- 
ments or special grants,“for himself, his relatives and the servants 
of the State”, the maximum or the minimum amount jnescrihed by 
Article IV of the Terms. Sir John Kaye, than whom no one 
could be better informed, while his language must have been 
somewhat restrained or chastened by his employment at the India 
Office, says: — 

“ The Britisli Government bound themselves to pay the annual 
sum of forty or fifty thousand pounds to the boy-Prince and his 
family.” 

And he adds in a note ; — 

“ This is not the loose diction of doubt. The agree;nent was 
that the British Government should pay not less thaii four.,f>r 
more than five lakhs of rupees.”* 

The writer of the article in the ^'imcsn*aises*the question of the 
Maharajah’s private and personal estate. Misapprehending once 
more, as it seems to me, the true parings of his own argument, 
he says that “ there is no mention of private property in tlfe terms 
of settlement accepted by the Maharajah.” Exactly, — “ all the 
property of the State” is mentioned, and is “ confiscated” ; the Koh- 
i-noor is mentioned, and “ is surrendered”; if had been intended 
to exact any more private property, real or personal, it ought to 

• * *Kaye’s Sepoy War, vol. i, p. 47. 
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have been mentioned in the terms of settlement. But “ there is 
no mention dt private property.” ' 

Without a careful examination of public records, the derails of 
tlie real and personal property, to which the Maharajah had suc- 
ceeded, and which was in the custody of his Guardian when ^-he 
, .Tei iiis were signed, and its disposal after the anne)mtion, cannot > 
be traced. • f 

• The Maharajah Duleep Singh asseits in liis letters lo the Tiv^es, 
that although his pijvate proj)eriy is not confiscated under " the 
Terms”, lie has been prevented from M*ec^iiving the rentals yf the 
landed estates to which he had succc?eded, wt^h belonged to bis 
family before his father attained to Sovereignty, and which were 
ill liis ])ossession under British Guardianship in 1849.* He also 
states that although, under the '•Terms"’ of 1849, the personal 
•]»roperty which he liad inhei^ted, and which was in his possession, 
under Ihitish Guardian shiji, is not confiscated, his jewels and. 
i jdate, valued at about £250,000, were actually seized the 
f Tahice at Lahore, and given as prize-money to our troops.i“ 
fc There certainly is not, as the writer in the Twies observes, any 
mention of private property in the " Terms”. There isj therefore, 

* no confiscation of private projauly. " All property of the State^^ 
of ^^hate^'cr description”, having been confiscated by Article 11,* 

, the ^Maharajah, under Article III, personally “surrendered” to 
the (»>ueeu of England “ the gem called the Koh-i-noor.” It is 
not eonliscaled, but is gi\en, by the ^Mahar^ijah personally, to the 
Queen in person. If this gem had been the “ property of the 
State” it would have been confiscated finder Article 11. 

. In 1841^ besides the Koh-i-noor, the Maharajah Duleep Singh 
was in possession of many other gems, which he did not “sur- 
render”. Thf. Koh-i-noor Avas one article in a large collection of 
jewels, valued, AAithout that unrivalled gem, at soiiiething like 
£250,000. The contents of the jewel-room were not State pro- 
perty, or they would, including the Koh-i-noor, have been confis- 
cate'l'^nder Article II. They Avere not surrendered by the Maha- 
rajaji Duleep Singh, but they AA^ere seized by the GoA^ernment of 
India. * 

I? the Maharajah’s personal assent or authority Avas required for 
the surrender and assignment of the Koh-i-noor, it must have 
been also required for the assignment of the remaining jeAvels and 
personal property. But no sucli^ assent or authority Avas given. 
Xherefor^i the a,ppro^riation of tlie Maharajah’s personal property 
by Lord Dalhousic Avas entirely unauthorised and UiiAvarrantable. 

The fact that the contents of the jewel-room were knoAvn to be 
the Maiiarajah’s private property and not State prc^perty, is fur- 
thermore proved by Lord Dalhousie having taken upon himself, in 
the arbitrary process of distribution, to alloAv the Maharajali 

* Ay^te, pp. 95, 101, 102. t Aiite^ pp. 93, 95, dOl. 
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Duleep Singh to retain about a twelfth part of the I*alace jewels, 
valaeA at about £20,000, for his own use * These* jewels we«‘o 
certainty not ])resentecl to His Highness as a gift; they wi^re 
simply left in his ])ossession. * 

What, then, became of the rest of the jewels which were tal^en*^ 
,ouf of his possession ? It is understood tliat they w^ere thrown 
into a Ihaz»#FflioJ for the troops engaged in the Punjaub cam-* 
paign. If sf), ft was a lia^rant inalvers^ttion of property ; for. 
whether considered as public or^>rivate, the contents of the Palace 
je^vel-room could not j^issiWy come under the head of lawful 
Prize. The Prize ^ boufy (4’ an army is ])ro])erty taken from an 
enemy in some operation of war, as on the field of battle, or in tlie 
storm o/ a town. Tlief*e wcfti no fighting in or near tlie city ot‘ 
Lahore. The Maharajah Duleep Singli was not an enemy. He 
was the Ally and Ward of the British fJovernment, and was so* 
^proclaimed and upheld throughout the rebellion. His Palace, his 
•possessions, and his person had been for three years in charge of 
the British Eesident at Lahore, and so continued until the date of 
the “Terms” of 1849. 

If thesa things be so, it woidd certainly seem that, over and 
above and beyoml the demands avowed in tlie Terms of 184!>, 
^.o’rd* DalhouFie, immediately after their conclusion, enforced cer- 
tain exactions at the expense and to the detriment of the Maha- 
rajah Duleep Singh, whicli were not imposed or sanctioned by 
tliose Terms. 

If these things be sd, whatever might have been his position, had 
he and his advisers been exposed teethe “ mercy” of Lord Dalhousie 
by any want of ^‘alacrity” in signing the Terms of 1849,i‘ the Ma- 
liarajah Duleep Singh, appealing to these Terms, is in the jiosition 
of a person with whom a bargain was made, and from w hom miwh 
more than tl^e proper proceeds of that bargain liave f>een extorted. 
And his position, on legal and moral principles, is not w’eaker but 
stronger, because, at the time of the bargain being made, he was 
an infant and the weaker party, nor becau.*^ the stronger p^^rty, at 
tlie time of the bargain being made, and for several subsequent 

years, was the infant’s Guardian and Trustee. • 

# • 

* A?ife, p. 95. t p. 101, 






